


Gib jo -1$ x38 Pp | of tlhnh Bw 


Y 
INDEX TO 


THE “TRAFFIC WORLD 


—— nee 


S 
VOLUME XXxXI 


January to June, inclusive 








1923 


Published By 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION y 


CHICAGO, ILL. 





2 INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JANUARY-JUNE, 1923 


Se ee rc ayaa a ape A KEES SM SSPE = RG LYE ASSP l DRS RA Pl PME TSAEG'S SGip AP PAO AANONNG I SAE) NMEA aN i aaa SAE AA EV Se i Ae aa a aaa 


Abandonment of railroad lines; pp. 21, 42, 
245. 356, 3868, 408, 452, 664, 781, 882, 884. 
1060, 1082, 1108, 1204, 1216, 1242, 1246, 1292, 
135u, 1896, 1494. . 

Accidents, railroad; pp. 8, 923, 1252, 1514, 
1570 


‘Accounting circular No. 168; p. 566, 740; No. 
159, p. 1018. 
Advertising on freight cars; p. 1588. 
Advertising, — freight; p. 1160. (See 
also editorial. 
Advisory boards of A. R. A.; pp. 1185, 1396, 
1578. 
Agricultural products; rates on, etc.; pp. 182, 
204, 805, 1066, 1162. (See also “Farmers 
and freight rates.’’) : , 
Aishton, R. H.; gives railroad record in ad- 
dress to mechanical division of A. R. A.; 
p. 1482. 
Air Navigation; pp. 78, 332, 663, 756, 1350. 
Aitchison, oneness, ney 3 p. 380. 
Alabama passenger fares; p. 4 
Alaskan railroads; pp. 663, 810, 1188, 1392. 
Alaskan steamship service; Dp. 1338. 
American Short Line R. R. Ass'n; p. 1144. 
A. R. A. district managers; p. 134. 
A. R. A. plan to meet traffic demand; p. 768. 
Arend, M. N.; freight inspection bureau; PD. 
246. e, * E 
Argument, oral, before I. C. C.; is ita right 
or a privilege?; pp. 724, 800. 
American Farm Bureau Federation; pp. 24. 


Applies and freight rates; ¥. G. H. Knifton; 
= 84, 117; by J. F. Garvin, p. 568; by T. 
G. Keeton, p. 740. 

Arsenic supply; p. 9. 

Atwood, H. F.; address 
Club, etc.; pp. 194, 380. 3 

Average, general, at port of origin of; PD. 
299. 

Banham, W. J. L.; addresses, etc.; pp. 318, 
976, 990, 1109, 1247. 

Barber, A. B.; manager department of trans- 
portation, U. S. Chamber of Commerce; PD. 
378. 

Beatty, E. W.; address at Hamilton, Ont.; 
p. 1034. 

Bicknell, M. O.; 
books; p. 605. ; 

Bierd, W. G.; addresses at Kansas City; PD. 


at Chicago Traffic 


suggestions for mileage 


1426. 
Bill of lading; Newton amendment to act; 


. 448. 
Bilis of lading; notations on; p. 56. 
Bills of lading; export, pp. 300, 306, 544, 1542. 
Binkerd, R. S.; address to New York Rotary 
Club; p. 866. ; ; 
Boardman, G. G.; address to National Ass'n 
of Retail Secretaries; p. 1501. 
Bodie, L. J.; Why an express company? p. 
6 


86. 
Boll weevil; p. 448. 
Bowen, M. F.; Lakes to Hudson canal; p. 
1450. 
Brick rates, etc.; pp. 63, 1114, 1216. 
British eat pp. 4c 1334. 
British shipbuilding; p. : 
Brookhart, Senator; pp. 104, 224, 282, 465, 
466, 482, 584, 585, 1032. 
Brookhart railroad bill; p. 224. 
Budd, Ralph; address to St. Paul Transporta- 
tion Club; p. 320. : 
Burns, E. J.; the industrial traffic manager; 
330 


p. 3 : 

Butler; Steenerson bill; p. 466. : 

Butler, Ulysses; appointed chief examiner; Pp. 
1122. é 

Butterbaugh, W. E.; traffic and higher edu- 
cation; p. 868. s 

Butterworth, W. E.; transportation educa- 
tion; p. 142. 

Byram, Pi. E.; addresses, etc.; pp. 346, 923, 
1034, 1286, 1424. 

Calder, Senator; speech in Senate; p. 540; 
ideas as to shipping problem, p. 789. 

Caldwell, B. D.; tribute to; p. 84. 

Campbell, E. T.; some railroad thoughts; p. 


1350. 
Campbell, J. P.; reduced freight costs; p 34. 
Canada; government ownership in; p. 1441. 
Canadian and U. S. regulation compared; p. 
783. : 
Canadian Board of Railway Commissioners; 
annual report; p. 845. 
Canadian customs inspection; p. 42. 


CANADA; BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMIS- 
SIONERS—Orders and Rulings: 


Am, Ry. Express Co.; tariff showing totals; 
p. 946. 

Canadian freight classification No. i6; sup. 
No. 20; p. 946. 

Criticism in parliament; p. 1336. 

Dominion Cartridge Co., Ltd., Montreal; in- 
terswitching at Staynerville; p. 848. 

Export rates; Canadian National and Can- 
adian Pacific vs. Mich. Cent., T. H. & B., 
Pere Marquette, and Wabash; p. 998. 

Michigan Central yard at Yarmouth; p. 1014. 

Mileage rule, uniform; p. 1249. 

Milling of peas in transit; p. 1265. 

Owen Sound interswitching; p. 1148. 

Pere Marquette Ry.; installation of safety 
devices; p. 946. 

Routing; rule of carrier’s duty to send by 
oo route does not always apply; p. 


a express; pp. 1140, , 1204, 14438, 1444, 
564. 








DECISIONS OF I. C. C. IN THE 
TRAFFIC WORLD. 


July to December, 1908. 
We, 4 36%. GOs 


to .- 
141. C. C. 619 
January to June, 1909.. 
Vol. 2 and 3. ‘to 
16 I. C. C. 422 
July to December, 1909. 


Vol. 4. = to : 
January to June, 4910 
Vol. 5 to " 


i9 1. c. Cc. 108 

July to December, 1910. 
Vol. 6. to 

January to June, 1974, 
t 


Vol i o 
21 1. C. Cy fey 
July to.December, 1911. 


Vol 8. to , 
32 T."S, Cc. 188 
January to June agi2 
Vol. 9%. to - 
24 1, C: C.€992 
July to December, 1912. 
Vol. 10. to 
25.1. C. C. 649 
and 


20 I. C. C. 486 
January to June, 1913. 
Vol. 11. to 

271. C. C. 3% 
July to December, 1913. - 


Vol. 12. to 
28 I. C. C. 549 
January to June, 1974. 


Vol. 13 to 
30 I. C. C. 528 
July to December, 1914. 
t 


Vol. 14. oO 
32 I. C. C.. 
. January to June, 1915. 


Vol. 15 to 
LS. €.. 297 
July to December, 1915. 


Vol. 16 to 
Zt cc. C..3 
January to ~_ 1916. 


Vol. 17 Cs) 
eoi:.cc. 
July to tne ~s 1916. 


Vol. 18 ° 
42 I. C. C. 374 
January to June, 1917. 


Vol. 19 to 
|i. c. C.. 252 
July to December, 1917. 


Vol. 20 to 
47 I. C. C. 482 
January to —— 1918. 


Vol. 21 ° 
50 I. C. C. 396 
July to December, 1918. 


Vol. 22 to 
51 1. C. C. 504 
January to June, 1919. 


Vol. 23 to 
53 I. C. C. 384 
July to December, 1919. 


Vol. 24 to 
55 I. C. C. 582 
January to June, 1920. 


Vol. 25 to 

57 I. C. C. 663 
July to December, 1920. 
Vol. 26 to 

59 I. C. C. 495 
January to ~—_: 1921. 


Vol. 27 ts) 
ic. CC. . 
July to a 1921. 


Vol. 28 ts) 
é 1. C. C. 667 
January to — 1922. 


Vol. 29 to) 
69 I. C. C. 145 
July to December, 1922. 


Vol. 30 to 
741. C. C. 488 
January to June, 1923. 


Vol. 31 to 
80 I. C. C. 594 
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Canadian freight traffic; pp. 608, 846, 1498. 

Canadian Grand Trunk officials, etc., gratui- 
ties for; pp. 847, 922, 1012. 

a aa Industrial Traffic League; pp. 127, 


Canadian Manufacturers Ass’n.; report of 
transportation committee; p. 1499. 


Canadian merchant marine; pp. 791, 853, 923, 
1008, 1050, 1382, 1434, 1436, 1496. 


Canadian National: operation tor 1922, p. 717; 
report of President Thornton as to reor- 
ganization; p. 718; pp. 810, 950, 952, 1056, 
1070, 1136, 1202, 1336, 1340, 1350, 1400, 1443, 
1499, 1570 (salaries), 1570. 

Canadian ocean transportation business at- 
tacked; p. 1496. 

Canadian operating revenues and statistics; 
pp. 770, 845, 1136, 1202, 1441, 1443, 1568. 

Canadian Pacific earnings, ete.; pp. 808, 1070, 
1118, 1160, 1336. 

Canadian ports; pp. 1260, 1514. 


20 1. C. C. | 


P oe 
erate nen ceeatte nest LO 


ee railway extensions; pp. 794, 820, 

Canadian Railway insurance; p. 1012. 

Canadian railways and politics; p. 92). 

Canadian rates; pp. 922, 1012, 1014, 1260, 1336, 
1338, 1400, 1436, 1448, 1444, 1500. 

Canadian shipping combine; p. 1006. 

Canadian Sunday trains; p. 1350. 

Cape Cod canal; pp. 344, 502. 

Capper, Senator; discusses rates; p. 280. 

Car performance; pp. 194, 1510. 

Car pooling; pp. 120, 291, 344, 400, 532, 804, 
849, 910, 1066, 1247, 1350, 1538, 1550. 

Car service division, A. R. A., annual bul- 
letin; p. 446. 

Car service orders: No. 32, p. 36; No. 32 
amended, p. 77; No. 33, p. 77; No. 34, p. 77; 
p. 105; No. 35 and 36, p. 134; No. 37, pp. 
160, 176; No. 38, pp. 360; 488; No. 39, p. 
= 22 vacated, p. 1016; violations of; 
” . 

Lar shortage investigation; pp. 344, 404. 

Car supply; pp. 669, 792 (I. C. C. invostiga- 
tion in Northwest), 802, 848, 849, 872, 882, 
1014, 2038, 1062, 1064 (questionnaire of I. C. 

e Yin soakve tee). 1148, 1444, 1462, 

-ar surplus and shortage; pp. 28, 58, 138, 
aot, 7. a4 aif *. eo +. 686, 756, 

», 945, 988, » 1142, 1194, 3 
4207, 1470, 1510. 1266 


Cars, condition of; (see “equipment.’’) 

Cars; location of; pp. 28, 204, 328, 450, 558, 
656, 806, 41142, 1260, 1458. 

Cars, boxwtjstandardized: p. 1576. 


Cass, O.~D.: correction 
figures; p. 1359 

Chamber of Commerce, t. S.; pp. 318, 378 
116, 209 and 1232; (annusl meeting in New 


Herald-Examiner 


York), 1389. (See also ‘ansportation con- 
ference ) ; 
Seirry Cc. ' ‘ansportation crisis; p. 
Steyr revent 4, 125, 606, 1210, 1375, 
Claims: report oe M.S. Ke E mmi ~ 
Si committee; p. 


Claims, “loss and dama e; " 242 
1350, 1375.~ a oe 
Claims, fraudulent; pp. 808, 897, 1048. 

Claims arising under federal control; pp. 18, 
64, 69 (Calder bill), 122, 196, 234, 293, 294, 
354, 448, 450, 520, 566, 648, 795 (decision of 
909 925° Bie 982, 1098. 1117, Toae anes’ nee 

, ’ , ’ ’ 11 Vs 2 ’ , 
1342, 1364, 1389, 1390. ee Oe 

Classification, consolidated; p. 460. 

Coal; production, rates, distribution, price, 
etc.; pp. 36, 63, 77, 130 (mine-rating rule), 
131 (report of U. S. Coal Commission), 134, 
169, 190, 225, 244, 245, 272, 281, 294 326, 
328, 346, 357, 358 (restraining order against 
C, & O. et al.), 359 (priority power), 360, 
374, 402, 418. 419 (anthracite inquiry), 420, 
421, 422, 423, 488, 489 (I. C. C. report to 
senate), 450, 550 (assigned car case), 552, 
554, 603, 620, 654, 669, 670, 705, 744, 802, 860, 
— 934, a oon of N. I. T. F. commit- 

e on claim rules), 1016, 1062, 1110, 17, 
1138, 1212, 1245, 1246, 1304. 1342, 1383 (A. re 
oe Ne ee Jae. 1462, 1502, 1538 
an - C. C. decision in assi 
case), 1540, 1548, 1582. TT 

oo ey . D.; warehousing economies; p. 


Collyer, R. N.; why is a freight rate?: 
429; competition in rate-making, p. 781. >” 
Combination rule; p. 792. 


ae appropriations; pp. 73, 125, 204, 
ateston employes; compensation of: 9 


Commission reports, monthly: 
resolution; pp. 392, 473. re 
Commodity statistics; pp. 948, 1233, 1239. 
Compensation and claims made under federal 
control; pp. 42, 86, 104; 144, 170, 250, 330, 
355, 366, 402, 406, 518, 564, 622, 690, 704, 
748. 808, 834, 838, 862, 917, 946, 1018, 1080, 
1113, 1200, 1249, 1292, 1316, 1386, 1440, 1512. 
Competition in rate-making; by R. N. Col- 
lyer; p. 781. 
—. H. R.; perishable freight claims; p. 


Conn. Donald D., address to N. Y. Traffic 
Club; p. 30; address to Milwaukee Traffic 
ge p. 120; to Springfield Traffic Club; 
QP. i 

a H. O.; simplification of tariffs; p. 


Consolidation, railroad; hearings on I. GC. C. 
plan, etc.; pp. 118, 179, 230, 465, 491, 528, 
541, 607, 650, 661, 780, 897, 909, 923, 961, 
991, 1041, 1107, 1112, 1161, 1175, 1179, 1247, 
— 1305, 1314, 1389, 1501, 1514, 1537, 1551, 

Consolidation mergers, leases and purchases; 
pp. 46, 82, 92, 126, 144, 202, 212, 295, 248, 
250, 326, 332, 346, 353, 388, 408, 465, 502, 638, 
663, 690, 692, 718, 742, 748, 750, 754, 785, 
884, 960, 982, 1042, 1114, 1144, 1179, 1202, 
1234, 1242, 1314, 1321, 1460, 1498, 1549, 1551 
(Nickel Plate plan approved), 1570. 

Construction and extension of lines; pp. 42, 
64, 88, 90, 115, 144, 146, 200, 202, 216, 235, 
248, 272, 281, 332, 386, 388, 408, 452, 518, 554, 
564, 634, 658, 706, 754, 792, 810, 818, 820, 
950, 952, 973, 986, 992, 1014, 1018, 1022, 1042, 
1080, 1082, 1174, 1216, 1268, 1292, 1362, 1388, 
1470, 1504, 1510, 1537, 1548, 1556, 1574. (See 
also Canadian extensions.) 

Containers, food; simplification of; p. 140. 

Co-operation between commissions; p. 779. 
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Cotton; rates on, .etc.; pp. 742, 996, 1425. 

Couzens, Senator; views on railroads; pp. 235, 
667, 720, 925, 1173. 

Credit, railroad; p. 1112. 

Daniels, Commissioner, resigns; p. 1607. 

Daugherty impeachment proceedings; p. 58. 

Davis, Director General; address to Prairie 
Club at Des Moines; advocates legislation 
moratorium; p. 481. 


DECISIONS OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION. 


(Decisions under the above caption are in- 
dexed by title where there is a complainant. 
Where there is none they are indexed by the 
commodity or subject affected.) 


Acme Cement Plaster Co. vs. A. C. & Y. et 
al.; case 8297; gypsum building tile; also 
8386, American ‘ec a Plaster Co. vs 
Mich. Cent. et al. (77 I. Cc. CG, 691-699) ; 
March 31, p. 707. 

Adriatic Mining Co. et al. vs. C and N W. 
et al.; case 12071; iron ore (78 I. C. C., 
611-649); April 28, p. 964. 

Alabama Company et al. vs. Southern *. al.; 
case 11048; yoag ore, coal, coke and lime- 
stone (78 I. C. 561-568); May 5, p. 1036. 

Alpha Portland Sena Co. vs. P. R. 
case 13329; parts of fourth sect. ap. 1625: 
amas (74 I. C. C., 697-698); Jan. 20, p. 


American Farm Bureau Federation et al. 
vs. A. 8. R. et al.; case 12699; live stock 
(80 I. C. 232-234); June 23, p. 1483. 

American Fibre Package Co. Division, 
American Box Board Co., vs. C. & N. W. 
et a ; case 12252; silicate of soda (80 (I. 
C. C., 48-45); May 26, p. 1235. 

American Fruit and Vegetable Shippers’ 
Assn, et al. vs. Bangor and Aroostock et 
al.; case 12274; pee (78 I. C. C., 381- 
386); April 28, p. 964. 

American Lumber & ge Co. vs. L. 
N.; case 13512; lumber (78 I. ©. C., 48- “505% 
April 7, p. 774. 

American Manufacturing Co. vs. Director 
General; case 12909; also Sub. No. 1, Cross, 
Austin & Ireland "Lumber Co. et al. vs. 
Same; commodities to — 77 = €. 
tn 52- 59); Jan. 27, p. 171. , 

American Milling Co. vs. Peoria & Pekin 
Union et al.; palm kernel meal (74 I. C. 
C., 521-523): Sea. 6, p. lo. 

American Radiator Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13059; burnt ; ee sand (80 I. C. 
C., 77-80); June 2, 

American Shipbuilding Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 12479; also Sub. No. 1, Stand- 
ard Parts Co. vs. Same, and 13122, or 
stone Tire and Rubber Co. vs. Pa. R. 
iron and steel articles (77 I. C. C., 439- “up: 
March 3, p. 464; March 10, p. 531. 

American Trading Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13012; also 13012 (Sub. No. 1), Hat- 
ters’ Fur Cutters’ Association of the United 
States of America et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; 13012 (Sub. No. 2), Wilcox Mofflin, 
Ltd., etc., vs. Same; 13012 Sub. No. 3), 
Surpass Leather Company vs. Same (78 
I. C. C., 387-392); April 21, page 903. 

American Woolen Co. vs. Director poate 
B. & M.; case 13023; fuel oil (78 I. C. C.. 
416-420); April 21, p. 

Anaconda Copper Mining Co. et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 10526; also 10581, Amer- 
ican Smelting and Refining , et al. vs. 
Same; smelter products (78 I. C. C., 549- 
555); April 28, p. 966. . 

Anaconda Copper Mining Co. vs. D. & R. G. 
W. et al.; case 13124; coke (80 I, C. C., 
481-482); June 30, p. 1544. 

Andrew Bros. et al. vs. A. C. Y. et al; 
case 13226 and I. and_S. 1384; potatoes 
(74 I. C. C., 448-460)—Correction—Jan, 13, 

. 63. 

PO Foont Bros. et. al. vs. A. C. & Y. et al.; 
case 13226; potatoes (74 I. C. C., 448-460); 
Feb. 3, p. 229. 

Anson, Gilky and Hurd Co. et al. vs. S. P. 
et al.; ; case 6490; also 8819, West oe 
Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. vs. B. and 
et al.; sash and door (78 I. C. C., 495- S09): 
April 28, p. 968. 

Archenhold Automobile Supply Co. et al. vs. 
Albany Southern et al.; case 13813; parts 
of fourth sect. aps. 997, 998, 999; lass rates 
(78 I. C. C., 434-438); ‘April 28, p. 963. 

Arizona Gattie Growers’ Assn. ‘on y a 
S. F. et al.; case 12907; cattle (77 I. C. C., 
617-621); March. 17, p. 587. 

Arizona Copper Co., Ltd., vs. A. and N. M. 
et al; case 11945; second hand boilers and 
machinery (78 I. C. C., 358-360), April 28, 
p. 967; May 12, p. 1097; May 19, p. 1196. 

Arkansas Natural Gas Co. vs. L. a A. et 
al.; case 12531; steel plates (78 I. C. C., 
17-18); March 31, p. 710. 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
13368; tin cans (74 I. C. C., 709- 710); Jan. 
20, p. 113 

Armour & Co. vs. Director-General; case 
13041; canned salmon (74 I. C. C., 745-746); 
Jan. ’20, 110. 

Armour & Go. vs. C. B. & Q., Director Gen- 
eral, et al.; case 12395; green salted sheep 
pelts (80 I. C. C., 49-50); May 26, p. 1238. 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
13347; frozen beef livers (78 I . -G., 65- 
67); April 7, p. 776 


Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case ! 


mag ame (80 I. C. C., 59-60); May 26, 

p. 1 3 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
13105; canned milk (80 I. C. C. 210-214); 
June 16, p. 1427. 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
ee _aamnenes (80 I. C. C., 108-109); June 

p 4 

Armour & Co. vs. Director General; case 
13380; garbage grease (78 I. C. C., 373-374); 
‘April. 21, p. 905. 

Assigned cars for bituminous coal mines; 
case 12530; in re distribution among coal 
mines of privately owned cars and cars 
for railroad fuel (80 I. C. C., 520-589); 
June 30, p. 1539. 

Atchison Board of Trade et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 13033; wheat (80 I. 
C. C., 350-361); June 30, 1544. 

Atlantic Refining Co. vs. P. R. R.; case 
13951; petroleum products (80 I. C. G., 298- 
300); June 23. p. 1485. 

Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. Director 
General; case 12871; cement (74 I. C. C., 
611-612): Jan. 13, p. 62. 

Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 12872; also 12915, Same _ vs. 
Same; cement (74 js ol 653); Jan. 20, 
Pp. 


Avella Coal Co. vs. P. & W. Va.; case 10197; 
also 10197 (Sub. No. 1), Meadow Lands 
Coal Co. vs. Same; 10197 (Sub. No. 2), 
Waverly Coal and Coke Co. vs. Same; 
10197 (Sub. No. 3), Pryor Coal Co. vs. 
Same; 10197 (Sub. No. 4), Duquesne Coal 
& Coke Co. vs. Same; 10197 .(Sub. No. 5), 
Davis I. Newill, Receiver of Pittsburgh & 
Southwestern Coal Co., vs. Same; and 
10197 (Sub. No. 6), Ferguson Coal & Coke 
Co. vs. Same; distribution of coal cars 
(77 I. C. C., 731-744): March 31, p. 709. 


Baker-Reid Lumber Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 12534; lumber (74 I. C. C., 
489-492): Jan. 6, p. 11. 


Ballou Brick Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 12708; brick and related articles 
(77 I. C. C., 4-21); Jan. 20, p. 112; Jan. 
27, p. 173. 

Barnsdall Refining Co. et al. vs. A. YT. & S. 
F, al.; case 13053; sulphuric acid (74 
1. c rom 530-532): Jan. 6, p. 14. 

Barrett Co. vs. Director General. Erie, et al; 
case 13357; mine ties (80 I. C. C. 'bB- 56); 
June 2, p. 1309. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. Beau- 
mont Wharf and Terminal Co. et al.; case 
12100; also sub. No. 1, Same vs. B. S. L. 
and W. et al.; ; various commodities (74 I. 
C. C., 633-638); Jan. 20, page 108. 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. La. 
Western et al.; case 11464; also 11520, 
Same vs. Same; clean rice (77 I. C. C., 195- 
196); Feb. 10, p. 285 

Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. A. afid 
W. et al.; case 12740; related fourth sec- 
age aaa brick (mimeographed@) ; June 9, 
p 6 

Bernard, Philip Co. vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
case 12380; stock watering fountains and 
poultry waterers (74 I. C. C., 557-560): 
Jan. 6, p. 14. 


Big Mandy Coal & Iron Co. vs. Lenox Rail- 
road et al.; case 13626; coal (78 I. C. C., 
445-451); April 21, p. 904. 

Bill of lading, export; in re bills of lading; 
cane 4844 (80 I. C. C., 305-308); June 30, 


1542. 

Bhrowé-Alleva Co. vs. C. M. -. St. P. et 
al.; case 12758; —— (78 I. C. C., 308- 
310); April 28, 967. ‘ 

Binney & Smith Go. vs. Ft. Smith * W. et 
al.; case 13673; carbon black (78 I. C. C., 
85- -86) ; April q. p. 772. 

Birmingham Commission Co. vs. Director 
General et al.; case 13312; hay (74 I. C 
C., 693-694); oan: 20, p. 112. 

Bloom, J. F., & Co. vs. M. & W. R. et al.; 
case 12556; granite (80 I. C. C., 283- 284): 
June 30, p. 1543. 

Borden Sales Co. vs. Director General; case 
13018; evaporated milk (78 I. C. C., 462- 
464); April 28, p. 967. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. B. & A. et al.; 
case 13128; wool, etc. (78 I. C. C., 178-186); 
April 14, p. 838. 

Boston Wool Trade Association vs. Clyde 
Steamship Co. et al.; case 12853; wool (78 
I. C. C., 411-412); April 21, - 904. 

Boston Wool Trade Assn. vs. & A. et al.; 
case 13540; wool (77 I. aa Cc. 431-438); 
March 3, p. 467. 

Boston Wool Trade Association vs. Direc- 
tor General, Boston & Albany et al.; case 
Lig, 2 wool (78 I. C. C., 341-346); April 21, 
p. 89 

Box, fibre, containers; classification speci- 
fications for; I. To Ss. 1689 (77 I. C. C., 
713-718); March 17, 587. 

Box shooks from Cantline and Virginia points 
to OK. 82 Trunk Line territory; I. and § 


1712 (78 I. C. C., 653-658); April 21, P8989. 


a Rig and Reel Co. vs. A. T 
t al.; case 12228; rig irons (80 I. C. C., 
335- 338); June 30, p. 1543. 

Brennan Packing Co. vs. Chicago Junction; 
case 13132; demurrage (77 I. C. C., 307- 
308); Feb. 24, p. 404. 

Brenner, R. R. vs. C. K. & S. et al.; case 
13100; fuel wood (74 I. C. C., 681-683) ; 
Jan, '20, p. 110. 

Brick between stations on the C. & O.; I. 


« 












and > ge (77 I. C. C., 416-419); March 

, Pp. 

Bristol Brass Corperation vs. Director Gen- 
eral, N. Y. H. & H.; case 13638; also 
13638 (Sub. No. 1), Same vs. Same; sheet 
brass (78 I. C. G, 301-302; April’ 21, p. 


Brown’s Tract Lumber Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 13855; logs (80 I. C. C., 111-113); 
May 26, p. 1239. 

Bulley, S. M., and Son vs. G. H. and S. 
et al.; case 12677; cotton (78 I. C. C. 569. 
571), May 5, p. 1036. 

Caddo, Parish of, police, jury, state of Lou- 
isiana, vs. St. L. 8. W. et al.; case 12005; 
eve (78 I. C. C., 235-237); April 14, p. 


Caldwell Shipping Co., Inc., vs. Director 
General; case 13354; "storage (74 I. Cc. C., 
704-706); Jan. 20, p. 111. 

California Cotton Mills Co. vs. Southern et 
al.; case Bag! cotton twine and swee 
ings (74 I C., 747-751); Jan. 20, p. 1 1. 

California Grain Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12802; brewers’ rice (77 I. C. C., 35- 
36); Jan. 20, p. 113. 

California Packing Co. et al. vs. Director 
General; case 11472; also 11329, Jacobs, 
Malcolm & Burtt vs. Director General and 
Southern Pacific; No. 11329 (Sub. No. 1), 
Same vs. Director General and Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Ry. Co.; 11643, Sunlit 
Fruit Co. et al. vs. Director General, 
Southern Pacific et al.; and 11215, Sunlit 
Fruit Co. vs. Director General and South- 
ern Pacific; canned goods and fresh fruits 
(78 I. C. C., 190-206); April os p. 835. 

Cannelton Sewer Pipe z Southern; 
case 12454; also 12454, sub. ‘No. 1, Hunt- 
ingburg Pressed Brick Company vs. Same; 
12454, sub. No. 2, U. S. Hame Company 
vs. Same; 12524,* Indiana Cotton Mills vs. 
Same; 12524, sub. No. 1, John Obrecht 
Sons’ Manufacturing Company vs. Same; 
12524, sub. No. 2, Tell City Woolen Mills 
vs. Same; 12524, sub. No. 3, U. S. Brick 
Company vs. Same; 12524, sub. No. 4, Tell 
City Furniture Company vs. Same; 12524, 
sub. No. 5, Knott Manufacturing Company 
vs. Same; 12524, sub. No. 6, Tell City 
Flouring Mills vs. Same; 12524, sub. No. 
7, Tell City Water & Light Company vs. 
Same; coal (74 I. C. C., 647); Jan. 20, p. 

Carlton Consolidated Lumber Co. vs. Di- 
rector General; case 13541; logs (80 I. C. 
C., 303-304); June 23, p. 1486. 

Carnation Miik Products Co. vs. C. M. & 
St. P.; case 12956; also 12957, Same vs. 
N. P., one 12958, "Same vs. G. N., slab 
wood (78 I. C. C., 44-46); gia 7. es 776. 

Carnation Milk Products Co. vs. A. & S. 
F. et al.; case 12507; pepe tase ia “(78 I. 
Cc. C., 145-150) ; April 1 

Carnegie Steel Co. vs. P. a o. V. et al; 
case 11275; road a common carrier (80 L 
C. C., 269-277); June 23, p. 1484. 

Cayuga Operating Co., Ine., vs. paren 
General; case 13036; cement (74 I. C. GC, 
676-678); Jan. 20, p. 109. 

Cement from Oglesby, LaSalle and Dixon, 
Ill., Hannibal and Ilasco Junction, Mo., to 
certain Kentucky junction points; * and 
S. 1658 (77 I. C. C., 164-166); Feb. 3, p. 229. 

Cement, rules for storing and stackin of, 
Hy transit at Davenport, Ia., on the C. R. 
*& P.; I. and S. 1727 (78° I. C. C., 693- 
£98): May 12, 1100. 

Centennial Mill Go. vs, Ore.-Wash. R. R. & 
Nav. Co.; case 13399; cereal products and 
— flour (77 I. C. C., 91-92); Jan. 27, 
p 

Central Iron and Coal Co. vs. M. & O.; 
case 13781; coal (77 I. C. C., 300-302); 
March 3, p. 469. 

Central of Georgia Railway Co., application 
of, under the provisions of Sec. 5 of the 
act relative to Ocean Steamship Co. of 
Savannah; case 6672; publishing and filing 
of steamship export rates (78 I. C. C., 251- 
257); April 21, p. 

Central Wisconsin Supply Co. vs. C. C, 

& St. L. et al.; case 12787; fir shingles RF 
I. C. C., 485-486): Jan. 6, p. 13. 

Certain-teed Products Corporation et al. vs. 
A. T. & S, F. et al; 5 I 11481; roofing 
and =e paper (77 I, C. C., 444-447); 
March 10, 531. 

Chapin- Sack ‘Corporation vs. A. C. L.; case 
12707; condensed milk (80 I. C. C., 255,- 
257); June 23, p. 1484. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of California vs. Di- 
rector General, Michigan Central et al.; 
case 12501; inclusion of wrenches in car- 
loads of rims, wedges, etc. (78 I. C. CG, 
270-272); April 21, p. 902. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of California vs. Direc- 
tor General, C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 13129; 
automobile gear frames (78 I. C. C., 297- 
298); April 21, p. 905. 

Chicago Fire Brick Co. vs. C. & E. I. et 
al.; case 13697; hollow building tile (78 
I Cc. C.-3i- 372); April 21, p. 905. 

Chicago, Lake Shore and South Bend vs. 
Till. Cent.; case 12841; coal (74 I. Cc. C.,, 
609-610): Jan. 13, p. 61. 

Chicago Sewer Pipe Co. > C. & E. I. et al; 
pg ee coal (77 I. C. C., 171- OTS Feb. 

Ciecitvath “Grain and Hay Exchange Co. et 
al. vs. A. & R. et al.; case 13533; grain, 
ete. (80 I. C. C., 114-116); June 2, p. 1307. 
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Class rates from lower Missouri River cross- 
ings; I. and S. 1706 (78 I. C. C., 439-444); 
April 7, p. 771. 

Class rates from points in oe to eastern 
Colorado; I. and S. 1745 (78 I. C. C., 741- 
744); May 19, p. 1163. 

Cray, F. B. Grain "So. et al. A. T. and 

S. F. et al.; case 12639; also Land S. 1760, 
Absorption of Switching Charges at Gal- 
se on Grain for Export; export grain 
(78 I. C. C. 538-548); April 28. 28, Pp. Wn 965. 

Cleveland Builders’ Supp’ Brick Co. vs. 

R. R.; case 13162; i parts of fourth 
oe ap. 2060; cement (17 


I, Cc. C., 309- 
310); Feb. 24, p. 404. 

Coal, bituminous, from mines on Cumber- 
land and Manchester; I. and Lo 1647 (74 
I. C. C., 723-725); Jan. 20, p. 110. 

Coal, proportional rates on, ‘from Westbank 
Mississippi River points and Missouri to 
stations in Iowa; I. and S. 1620 (correc- 
tion); Jan. 27, p. ys 

Coal, slack, from Ark.-Okla. mines to Texas; 
I. and S. 1733 (80 I. o C., 194-204); June 
9, p. 1367. 


Coke from Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., 
to amees ane Missouri points; I. and S. 
1711 (78 I C., 248-250); as ae p. 835. 

Cole, David, ‘Greainery Co. Se 
& Q. et al.; case 12729; also. 12748, Swift 
& Co. vs. A. T. & S. Fe o.% yond 12910, 
Fairmont Creamery Co. on & Q. et 
al.; class and Seeeny (18 L. Bo. C., 91- 
100); April 7, p7 

Compagnie Auxi “hide de Chemins de Fer au 
Bresil vs. D. L. & W. et al.; case 12876; 

eee (77 I. C. C., 60-63); Jan. 27, p. 


Consolidated Rendering Co. vs. B. & M. et 
al.; case 13674; diversion (77 I C. C. io1- 
103); Jan. 27, p. 171. 

Continental Gin Co. vs. Director General; 
case he also 13076, Lummus Cotton Gin 
Co. Same; cotton’ packers (78 I. C. C., 
369-879): April 21, p. 906. 

Cooper, Earl Ree Ve e. Meck eok: ot ab; 
— 12411; also 12724, Walter T. Varney 

et al.; airplanes ma 4. -& Cc. 
539- 542); Jan. * a — 

Coppes Bros. ; case 

mag logs (it L c* c. *ebi166); aie 20, 


Pp 

Corotto, John A., vs. Director Monee case 
12927; empty boxes, returned (77 I Cc. cc 
89- 90); Jan, 27, p. 175. 

Cotton and cotton linters from Louisiana, 
Arkansas and Texas, to Gulf rts; I, and 
S. 1641 (74 I. C. C., 580-584); Jan. 13, p. 60. 

Cotton and cotton linters, transit privileges 
and routing on, via L. & N.; I. and S. 
he (77 I. C. C., 724-726); March oi. p. 


Cotton, compression of, at Cushing, Okla., I. 
and §S. 1572; also case 13935, Peoples Com- 
as Co. et al. vs. M. K. and T. et al. (77 

C. C., 184-188); Feb. 10, p. 284. 

Gateoe, export; elimination of transit privil- 
eges on at Texas Gulf ports; I. and S. 
1531 (80 I. C. C., 235-236); June 16, p. 
1428 

Cottonseed hull fibre or shavings from and 
between southern points; I, -— S. 1660 (77 
I. C. C., 239-241); Feb. 3, p. 228. 

Cottonseed hull fibre or shavings from and 
between southern points; I. and S. 1660 (77 
I. C. C., 727-738); March 17 p. 588. 

Cradock Mfg. Co. vs. Norfolk Southern; case 
13482; quotielor bolts (78 I. C. C., 367-368); 
April 21, p. 906. 

Craig Mountain Lumber Co. vs. G. N. et al.; 


case 11327; lumber (77 I. C. C., 156-163); 
Feb. 3, p. 229. 

Cramp, Wm., & Sons Ship and Engine 
Bui ding Co. vs. Director General; case 
13311; Strneturel steel (80 I. C. C., 341- 
343); June 30, p. 1543. 

Crown Williamette Paper Co. vs. Director 


General, Willamette Navigation Co. et al.; 
case 11858; also 11858 (Sub. No. 1), Same 
vs. Director General, Willamette Naviga- 


tion Co. et al.; wood “pulp (78 I. C. C., 273- 
278); April ~~ 900. 

Crystal rings Mfg. Co. vs. Ill. Cent. et al.; 
case 13 


60; box material (80 I. C. C., 132- 

134); June 2, p. 1310. 

Dey Manufacturing Co. vs. P. & R. * al.; 
case 13276; blackstrap molasses (74 I. C. 
C., 475-478): Jan. > a ~ 

Dean Mill Co. vs. ac, et al.; case 
12880; grain transit a0 t Hh... Ges 174-178); 
June 9, p. 1365. 

Democrat Printing Co. et al vs. A. and W. 
et al.; case 12286; paper (74 I. C. C., 
595-600): Jan. 13, p. 63. 

Derby, A. L., vs. K. C. C. S. et al.; case 
13366; parts of fourth sect. aps. 621 and 
629; race horses (80 I. C. C., 374-376); 
June 30, p. 1543. 

Des Moines, Greater, Committee, Inc., vs. 
_B. & O. et al.; See 11047; grain and prod- 
‘ucts (77 I. C. 303- 304); Feb. 24, p. 403. 

Detroit Coal ae vs. Director General; 
case 12867; coal (80 I. C. C., 258- 260); 
June 23, p. 1485. 

Detroit, City of, vs. C. & et al.; case 
13047; coal (77 I. C. C., 98- 100); Jan, 27, p. 


171 

Diamond Alkali Co. vs. P. & EB. et al.; 
case 10236; reparation Ya8 I. Cc. C.. 1-3): 
April 7, p. 774. 

Diamond Match Co. vs. Director General; 


ase 12942; muriate of potash (78 I. C. C., 
413. 415); April 21, p. 905. ‘ 

Dietz, C. 'N., Lumber Co. et al. vs. Direc- 
tor General, C. & S. et al.; case 12289; 
also 12298, Omaha Lumber & Coal Co. et 
al. vs. Director General; coal (78 L C 
402-410); a 21, p. 03. 

Doors and sashes in carloads between Pa- 
ducah, Ky., and Ohio River crossings; I. 
sr 8, 1691 (77 I. C. C., 710-712); March 

dD 

Dubois Mill Co. vs. S. & S.; case 12673; 
fir lumber and ties &0 I, C. C., 31-32); 
May 26, p. 1239. 


DuPont, E. I, de Nemours & Co. vs + ars 4 
R. R. et al.; case 12436; — (78 I. C. 
C., 12-14); March 31, p. 710. 

Du —. E. L, de Nemours & Co. vs. D. 
& et al.; case 13661; cereal coal (80 
I. & c., 46-48); May 26, p. 1239. 


Eagle Cotton Oil Co. vs. Alabama Great 

5 thern; case 12730; velvet-bean meal (78 
C. C., 289-291); April 21, p. 899. 

Bast Coast Potato ‘Distributors vs. N. Y. P. 
& N. et al.; case 13006; class rates (77 
I, C. C., 607- 616); March 24, p. 654. 

Eges not "packed in standard carriers (pen- 
alty charge on) between points in Western 
Trunk Line territory; I. and S. 1657 (74 
I. C. C., 726-728); Jan. 20, p. 108. 

Electric Point Mining Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 12768; lead ore (78 I. C. C., 21- 
23); April 7, p. 775. 

Elk ‘Tanning Co. vs. Erie eo , a 
al.; case 12838; leather (78 I. C. C.. 4 
454); April 21, p- 906. 

Empire Cotton ‘Oil Co. A: ©. tT et al; 
case 12095; cottonseed” vor me, <2; 479- 
481): Jan. 6, BS 

Empire Refiner es, Me vs. Midland Valley 
et al.; case 13286; gasoline (74 I. C. C., 
691-692); Jan. 20, p. 109. 

Eureka Flint and Spar Co. vs. N. Y. N. ~ 

* t al.; a case 13773, feldspar (80 I. 

c.. 57-58): May 26, p. i238. 

Falls City Mill and Feed Co. vs. O. S. L. 
et al.; case 11557; aly sub. = 1, Shew- 
bart and Brown vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R. & 
Nav. Co. — al.; hay (74 I. C. a. 648-650); 
Jan. 20, 109. 

Farmers’ FA Deal Grain Co. et al. vs. 
Fox and [Iil. Union Ry. Co. et al; case 
12237; (74 I. C. C., 593-594); Jan. 13; p. 59. 

~~ West oe. Co. vs. Director General, +3 

& St. t al.; case 12498; coal (78 I 
rom & 283- 86): April 21, p. 905. 


Feeders’ Supply Co. vs. cB. & a case 
12512; cottonseed hull bran (74 IL C. C., 
510- 512): Jan. 6, p. 13. 

Fertilizer from a Ala., and 


group to Montezuma, Ga.; I. and 
1649; parts of fourth sect. aps. 972, 1530, 
1573 (74 I. C. C., 657-661): Jan. 13, p. 62. 


Foerderer, R. H., Inc., vs. P. R. R.; case 
* 12858; goat skins (74 I. C. C., 527-529): 
Jan. 6, p;.. 31. 


Forbes Timber Co., Inc., vs. Director Gen- 
eral and Northern Pacific; case 12376; also 
12772, Morgan Lumber Co., Inc., vs. same; 
logs ‘(80 I. C. C., 36-39); May 26, p. 1238. 

Fort Worth Cotton Oil Mill et al. vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al.; case 12665; also 12504, Fort 
Worth Cotton Oil Mill et al. vs. Director 
General, Jonesboro, Lake City & Eastern, 
et al.; cottonseed (80 I. G. C., 18-25); May 
26, p. 1237. 

Fort Worth Freight Bureau vs. B. S. L. and 
W. et al.; case 12752; grain .% products 
(74 I. C. G., 601-604): Jan. 13, p. 62. 

Fort Worth Freight Bureau og ‘a MS oe 
and S. et al.; case 10284; brick (80 I. C. 
C., 237-247); June 9, p. 1365. 


France, Republic of, vs. M. K. & T. of Tex. 
et al.; case 12827; cotton linters (77 I. C. 
Reve 383- 384); March 3, p. 469. 


French Battery and Carbon Co. vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 13284; petroleum coke car- 
von (80 I. C. C., 344-346); June 30, p. 


Fruit Growers Express vs. Director General; 

gge = ice (74 I. C. C., 701-703); Jan. 
p. 

Fruits and vegetables, fresh; routing of, 
from Texas points to defined territories: 
i. and L 1635 (74 I. C. C., 575-579); Jan. 

’ p. ° 

Fruits, melons and vegetables from South- 
west to C. F. A. and Trunk Line points; 
r “a > S. 1659 (77 I. C. C., 180-182); Feb. 

Pp. 

Fuller, W. P., & Co. P.; case _— 
fuel oil (74 ES. VF0a): Jan. 20, p. 

—o minimum weights on, from o. * 

A., to transcontinental points; I. and S. 
1654 (77 I. Cc. C., 190-192); Jan. 27, p. 175. 
ber ae Commercial Assn. et al’ vs. A. 
t al.; case 11965; cotton (77 I. C. C., 

Sis ind); Feb. 24, p. 405, and March 3, p. 


& Co. *. =. vs. Director 
General, G. H. & S. A. et al.; case 12409; 
oo (78 I. C. C., 378- $380) ; April 21, p. 


General Fire Extinguisher Co. vs. A. G. S. 


68 
Garrow, H. W., 


et al.; case 13842; also 13726, Same vs. 
eae] General; iron pipe and fittings 
(78 I. C., 718- 720); May 12, p. 1101. 


General Weteilienan Corp. vs. Director _ 
eral; case 12916; iron pipe storage (80 I 
C. C., 53-54); May 26 p. 1235. 

Getz Bros. & Co. vs. Sand Springs Ry.; case 


ged sgaiter (74 I. C. C., 699-700); Jan. 


Gin’ Water Co. et al. vs. Arizona Eastern 
et al.; case 13260; cement (78 I. C. C., 
15- -16): March 31, p. 708. 

Gillespie, R. G., vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 13446; oil “= Baal and wrought 
og pipe (17 4. .© » 96-97); Jan. 27, p. 


Globe Cotton Oil Mills vs. a ae General; 


case 12811; sesame seed (78 I. C. C., 101- 
102); April 7, p. 771. 

Globe Elevator Co. vs. D. L. & W. et al.; 
a as ain (74 1. CC. C., —* 


Gade. Soba’ Co. vs. N. Y¥. N. & H. 
al.; case 13724; feldspar (77 I, % cs 375. 
380); Feb. 24, p. 405. 

Gorewitz, Max, va. PP. R. et al.; case 
13460; scrap patter (80 I. * , + 483- 484); 
June "30, p. 1545 

Grain and flaxseed from Twin Cities to Lake 
Superior ports for peat movement beyond; 
i as 1725 (78 I. C. C., 575-578); April 

Grain’ and products, transit privileges on, at 
stations on the Mobile & Ohio; I. and S. 
1703 te C., 681-682); March 24, p. 654. 

Grain, ex ake, 


destined to eastern ints; 
claims for shortage in; I. one, S. 1650 74 
I. C. C., 619-622); Jan. 20, p. 108. 


Grain, grain products and feeds from west- 
ern points, Cairo and Memphis, to Missis- 
sippi River non ae i related goints. ous nae 
points east thereof; I. and S. Rg 78 1. 

C., 209-226); March 31, p. 8. 

Grain, grain ‘products and %.., Cc. L., be- 
tween points in western and mountain- 
Pacific greene ars rates on; case 
a (80 I. C. C., 362-370); June 30, p. 


Grain and Grain Products between stations 
on Northern Pacific Railway in Idaho and 
North Pacific Coast Terminals; I. and S. 
1680 (77 I. C. C., 225-227); Feb. 10, p. 286. 

Grain, L. C. L., from Memphis to Birming - 
ham and group points; I. and S. 1715 (80 
I. C. C., 138-142); May 19, p. 1163. 

Grain and products at Dayton; transit er 


ileges on; I. and S. 1656 (77 I. C. C., 1-3); 
Jan. 20, P. 109. 
Grain pro ucts from Mo. Pac. stations, 


Page du Rocher and Valmeyer, Ill., to 
Ark. and certain southern points; I. ‘and 
LA aa (78 I. C. C., 676-678); May 12, p. 


Graie products, transit rules on, at Missouri 
Pacific stations in connection with back 
haul traffic; I. and S. 1745 (81 I. C. C., pp. 
25-29); June 30, 1543. 

Greene Cananea bee Co. vs. & S. 
F. et al.; case 1 — one (80 « c, 
121-122); June 2, p. 


Green, Geor e, Ppt yt et al. vs. Ann 
Arbor et al.; case 13028; compo-board (80 
x Cc, 185- 190); June 9, p. 1366. 


Gulf Production Co. vs. Director General, 
Midland Valley Railroad et al.; case 
12147: also 12147 (Sub. No. 1), Gulf Pipe 
Line Co. vs. Director General, as agent, 
Midland Valley R. R. Co., et al.; 12147 
(Sub. No. 2), Same vs. Director General, 
as agent, Midland Valley R. R. Co., et al.; 
12147 (Sub. No. 3), Gulf Production Co. vs. 
Same; and 12147 (Sub. No. 4), Same vs. 
Director General, as agent, St. Louis-San 
Francisco Ry. Co., et al.; tank ~~ Foo 
iron gal iron pipe (80 I. C. C., 39-42); 
May 26, 1238. 

Gulf Saedulen Co. of La., in behalf of Union 
Petroleum Co., Phila. vs. St. L.-S. F. et 
al.; case 12148; — qT Ez Gc’ Cc. 

» Pp. 


639-640): Jan. ; 
Gulf Refining Co. of Pen rye vs. Director 
ase 12204; ng 


General, K. C. S. 3 c 
oil (78 I. C. C., 3aTe gis) April 21, p. 
Gunnison Valley Sugar Co. vs. D. & R. G. et 
mi. Re cx 11024; sugar making machinery 
(78 I. C. C., 673- =" ae, 12° Pus — 
Hamilton Furnace 


O. al.; 
fon" 13647 (77 I. o C. ‘377- 378); Feb. 24 p. 


Hammond, C. H., et al. vs. Midland re 
nental et al.; case 12967; wheat (78 I. C. 
C., 87-89); April 7, p. 776. 

Handling, definition of the term at Vir- 
ginia, south a eo = Gulf ports; I. 
and 5. 1702 (78 I. C. C., 4-9); March 31, 
Pp. 


Hanford Produce Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express 
Co.; case 12402; cream (74 I. BE C., 763- 
765); Jan. 20, p. 109. 

Hanford Produce Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express 
Co.; case 12402; cream in cans (80 I. C. C., 
29-30); May 26, p. 1237. 

Hansen Packing Co. vs. N. et al.; 3d case 
11227; fresh frozen meat (80 i. <; 66- 
68); May 26, p. 1235. 

Harding Cream Co, et al. 


& Ss. 
et al.; case 12717; Sattsewsine rere i 8 . 
651-652); Jan. 20, p. 111. 
Hardy Salt Co. vs. Mo. case 13108; 


Pac.; 
salt (77 I. C. C., 305-306); Feb. 24, p. 405. 
Hawkins, John, & Sons vs. Erie; case 13327; 
coal (80 I. C. C., 225-228); ‘June 16, p. 


1428. 
Hazel Atlas Gas bong vs. R. R.; case 13040; 
coal (74 I. C. 679- ~é80) Jan. 20, p. 110. 
Helena Traffic a i et ‘al. vs. Director 
General; case 12732; also Sub. No. 1, Buck- 
eye Veneer Co. vs. Same; switching 
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erene (77 I. C. C., 197-199); Feb. 10, p. 


Henderson Lumber Co. vs. ren. General; 
case 13363; mine ties (80 I. C. C., 83-84); 
June 2, p. 1809. 

Hendrie and Pa Manufacturing and 


Supply Co. B. & Q. et al.; case 

13407; barbide of a oo (78 I. C. C., 609- 
May 5, p. 1036. 

jterealen Powder Co. vs. al.; 


c& 

case ea: ee Pe us ¥ C. &, 55- 
56); April 7, p. 774. 

Hercules Powder Co. vs. & O. et al; 
case 14034; ‘eer’ (80 "|" ©. | 5s 219- 

220) ; June 16, p. 1428. 

Hidalgo Steel ‘Co. vs. P. R. ; case 
13039; steel plates (80 I. C. *G., Soi 208) ; 
June 9, p. 1367. 

Hixon Lumber Co. vs. ‘C. d Q. eta 
case 12859; lumber (80 ra co "C., 295- a+ 
June 23, p. 1486. 

Hoboken, board of commissioners of the 
city of, vs. D. L. and W.; case 13172; 
vehicles and = stock (78 I. C. C., 582- 
592); April 28, 966. 

Holly ‘Ridge aber Co. vs. ~~ Pac.; case 
11063; switching charge (77 I. C. C., 167- 
170); Feb. 10, p. 284. 

Holmes & Hallowell Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 
6194 and cases embraced in report in 60 
I. C. C., 687; also 7895, Traffic Bureau - 
the Commercial Club of Aberdeen, S. 
vs. G. N. Ry a. 401... a>. 633-684): 
March 24, 652. 

Holmes, R. 7 et al vs. Director General; 
case 12997; apples (74 I. C. C., 668- -670); 
Jan. 20, p. 113. 

Homestead Valve Manufacturing Co. vs. P. 
and L. et al.; case 12607; iron valves (80 
I. C. C., 248-250); June 23. p. 1. 

Huffman Bros. Motor Co. vs. 'N. Y. ©.; case 
12955; automobile storage (74 I. C. C., 671- 
672); Jan. 20, p. 110. 

Humphrey Brick & Tile Co. vs. P. R. R. et 
al.; case 13340; building blocks (74 I, C. 
C., 684-686); Jan. 20, p. 111. 

Hunt, John A., & Co. vs. Fort Worth & Rio 
Grande _ ‘al; case 13558; wrought-iron 
pipe (80 I. C. c., 101-104): June 2, p. 1309. 

Ice, increased rates on, carloads, from Wis- 
consin points to Chicago, I. and S. 1640 
(74 I, C. C., 662-664): Jan. 13, p. 62. 

ideal Supply ‘Co. vs. Southern et al.; case 

17; waste gnd vent pipe (78 I. C. C., 
is” 20); April 7, 775. 

Illinois, in the ‘weiter of intrastate rates 
within the state of; case 11703 (77 I. C. C., 
173-179); Feb. 17, p. 347. 

Illinois Pacific Glass Co. et al. vs. Director 
Generel: case 13622; broken glass (78 I. C. 
C., 70 02-704); May 12, p. 1100. 

Indiana State Farm vs. Dir ector General; 
0° °> mag tt coal (74 I. C. C., 717-718); Jan. 


Inland Crysta) Salt Co. vs. B. and P. 
al.; case Rage 5 salt (78 I. C. 6. 659- “G65; 
May 12, 1099. 

Inland Raitway Co., in the matter of; case 
11362; not a common carrier entitled to 
divisions; case 11362 (78 I. C. C. 59-64); 
April 7, p. 1772. 


Intermediate routing via Midland Gant 
nental on Srene. continental traffic; I. and 
ha Ff (78 I. C. C., 328-332); April 7 

International Harvester Co. et al. vs. C. 

& Q.; case 12993; coal (80 I. C. C., ay 
June 2, p. 1309. 

International Lime Co. vs: Cc. & St. 
case 13136; ~— wood (77 I. on C., 645.647); 
March 24, p. 

International eer Co. vs. Director el 
eral; case 12296; coal, pulp, etc. (80 I. C. 
Cc. 135- 137); June 2. p. 1307. 

International Pulp Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13642; crude tale (78 I. C. C., 83- 84): 
April 7, p. 776. 

Tnpectinthnuet Steel Corp. vs. Pa. R. R.; case 
13 demurrage (77 I. C. C., 381-382); 
March 3, p. 469. 

International Steel Corporation vs. P. R. R.; 
case 13115; also 13254, General American 
Tank Corporation vs. Same; steel, tin 
= ete. (78 I. C. C., 89-90); April 7, p. 


Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al. vs. 
Cassville & Exeter et al.; case 11857; ce- 
—— (77 I. C. C., 745-746); March 31, p. 


Iowa Malleable Iron Co. vs. A. T. and S. F. 
et al.; case 12330; also 12394, oa ee 
Chamber of Commerce et al. Same; 
ee 3 fuel oil (78 I. C. rm “e6T- 670); 

ay 12, p. 1099. 

Iron and aus articles, steel rails and steel 
fastenings, between Midvale, Utah, Boise, 
Idaho, and North og Coast po ints; I. 
“> 1645 (77 I. C. C., 234- 238). Feb, 3, 
D. 5 

Iron and steel, scrap, between Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi River crossings; I. and S. 1667 (77 
I. C. C., 32-34); Jan. 27, p. 176. 

Jackson Iron and Steel Co. vs. D. T. & I. 
et al.; case 11598; switching and spotting 
(17 fg Cc. C., 110- 114); Jan, 27, p. 175. 

Jones & Laughlin Steel Co. vs. P. CG. & 
St. L.; case 13169; fluxing naeeeenen (74 
I. C. C., 687-688); Jan. 20, p. 110. 

Kanawha are Band Coal Co. et al. vs. C. 

and O. et al.; case 13546; coal (78 I. C. C., 
429- ~433). April 28, p. 963. 


‘Kaplan, A., v 


Cc. an4 P. et al.; case 
12683; conch rice ie y . C., 75-76); ag 
7, Dp. "776. 


Kauffman, David & Sons Co. vs. R. 
of N. J. et al.; case 13349; ae road Gi 
I. C. ©, 718-714); Jan. 20, p. 

Kellogg, Spencer, & Sons, Inc., vs. N. 

C. et al.; case 13335; peanut oil (80 I. & 
C., 377-3 79); June 30, p. 1545. 

Kellogg. Spencer, & Sons, Inc., vs. Direc- 
tor General; case 13279; cocoanut oil (80 
hy a 507-509): June 30, p. 1545. 

Kellogg Toasted Corn Flake Co. vs. & . 2 
& S. F. et al.; case ei corn (741. C. C., 
673-675); Jan. 20, Pp. 110. 

Kempner, . vs. G H. & 
case 12229; cotton (80 I. Cy eh A's A: 
June 30, p. 1543. 

King- -Ryder Lumber Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case ary oyster shells (74 I. C. C., 
529): Jan. 12. 

Kirb-Bonner yp read Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 11228; also Sub. No. 1, Same 
vs. Same; Sub. ‘No. 2, Same vs. Director 
General and Texas City Terminal Co.; Sub. 
No. 3, Same vs. Director General and 
Texas-Mexican Railroad; yellow pine lum- 
a — (78 I. C. C., 333-336); April 

p. . 

Klaxon Co. vs. A. G. S. et st case 13536; 
rates on warning re (78 I. C. C., 313- 
318); April 28, p. 

Kline, John, Brick oon vs. Cc, et al.; 
case 11425; brick (77 I, & é. 420- -422): 
March 3, p. 467. 

Knight, Henry, & Sons vs. Director General 
and Southern Ry.; case 13610; scrap tin 
(78 I. C. C., 187-189); April 14; p. 838. 
Lackawanna Steel Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12317; coal (77 I. C. C., 465-469); 
March 10, p. 532. 

Lake Charles Rice Milling Co. of La. vs. 
La. West. et al.: case 11871; rough rice 
(78 I. C. C., 709-710); May 12, p. 11061. 

Lake Charles Naval Stores Co. vs. os Cc. S. 
et al.; case 12354; turpentine (80 I. C. C.. 
51-52); May 26. p. 1239. 

Lake Charles Rice Milling Company of 
Louisiana et al. vs. mage a] Railroad Co. 
et al.; case 11871; rice (77 I. C. C., 631- 
632); March 24, p. 651. 

Lake Charles Rice Milling Co. vs. A. & N 
et al.; case 9922; rice millin - transit 
(77 I. ‘of C., 700-709); March 31, 707. 

Lake Erie and Ft. Wayne R. R. "Co. et al.; 
industrial railway: case 4181, and I. and s: 
414 (78 I. C. _ 475-494); April 28, p. 964. 


Lay Fish Co. et al. vs. sated General et 
ae : — 13775: fish (80 I. C. C., 4-6); May 


Lee-Coit Andresen Hardware Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General; case 13348; children’s vehicles 
(74 I. C. C., 738-740); Jan. 20, p. 112 

Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al.; case 10421; also 10517, Atlas Port- 
land Cement Co. vs. Same, and 12911, ce- 
ment rates from Sugar Creek, Mo., to Kan- 
sas be cement (77 I. C. C., 146-149); 
Feb, 3, p. 229. 


Lehigh silk by ee Co. vs. L. V.; case 11777; 
coal (77 I C., 39-42); Jan. 20, Pp. 113. 
Lexington, KS: : intermediate application of 
class rates from; I. and § eo of 
fourth sect. aps. 1952 and 3065" at . S., 

427-430); March 3, p. 467. 


Libbey, C. A., Co. vs. H. V. et al.; case 13087; 
page aa (78 I. C. C., 650-652); May 5, 
Pp. ‘ 


Liberty Oil Co., Ltd., vs. T. 4 B.: DS case 
11462; crude petroleum (80 I. C. C., 209); 
June 16, p. 1428. 

Lighterage, free, on baled hay and straw in 
New York Harbor; I. and S. 1732 (78 I. 
C. C., 684-686); April 28, p. 968. 

Limestone, agricultural; cancellation rule for 
constructing combination, rates on vere 
certain pew’. in Illinois and Iowa; I. and S. 
1728 (78 I. C., 579-581) April 28, p. 966. 

Lincoln Ghaakes of Commerce vs. C. B. & 
Q.; 3 hag sand and gravel switching 
(80 I 33-34); May 26, p. 1239. 

Lissbereer Ss & Co. et al. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania e ai case 13508; Pe Grose, etc. 
(78 I. &é ., 469- ~472); Maater + 

Little Fork Coal Co. vs. tern Ky. 4 al.; 
case 13117; coal (78 I. C. C., 699-701); May 
12, p. 1099. 

Logs, saw and bolts, from stations on Cop- 
per rae increased rates on; I. and 8S. 
1743 (80 I. C., 590-594); June "16, p. 1428. 

Louisiana — ‘Corporation vs: ‘Director 
Geoerel: case 11883; ae ge hand bags (74 

Cc. Cc. 545-546): Jan. 6, p. 13. 

Lawes and other forest products; com- 
bination rule for a of trans- 
continental rates on; I. and S. 1687 (78 
I. C. C., 24-26); March 17, p. 588. 

Lumber ‘from San Francisco Bay Points 
when from mo mag I. +. 4 Ss. 1546: —- 
mond Lumber Co. 

F. et al.; A. case 13786 ‘is L wel AG, Tie! met): 
May 5, 1035. 

Lumber, oe Ay and doors, mixed shipments 
of, from North Pacific Coast territory 
I. ont 1721 (78 I. C. C., 103-106; ‘Apuil 


Lupton’ 8, David, Sons Co. vs. Pennsylvania; 

case 13256; steel window frames and sash 
- 396- “4 a 21, p. 905. 

, ae ks Or & P.; case 13060; 








retriqestion (74 I, C. C., 524-526); Jan. 


MacGowan. Coffee Co. vs. N. O. N. E. 
case 12565; green coffee (77 I. C. c. t Re 
386); March 3, p. 469. 

Magnolia Provision Co. vs. Director General, 

Cc. L., et al.; case 11117; also 11495, 
FS Provision Co. et al. vs. Abilene 
& Southern et al.; cottonseed oil (78 I. C. 
C., 151-158); April 14, p. 836. 

Maine Power Sales Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral and et, Central; case 13240; quartz 
rock (78 I. C. 207- 208) ; April 14, p. 836. 

Maine Spinning Go. et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, Main Central et al.; case 12492; wool- 
oy yarn (78 I. C. C., 379- 282); April 21, 


iene diatent Seed Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 12949; - me No. 1, Mangelsdorf 
Seed Co. et a A. & R. et al.; Sudan 
seed (74 I. c _ “E65- 667); Jan. 20, p. 110. 

Manhattan Oil Co. vs. A. T. &-S. F. et al.; 
case 12953; wrought-iron pipe (80 I. C. C., 
61-63); June a p. 1309. 

Marcus, Theo., & Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12371; cotton (77 I. C. C., 244- 248): 
Feb. 24, p. 404. 

Maricopa ‘County Highway Commission et al. 
vs. Arizona Eastern et al.; cement (78 L 
Cc. C., 33-36), March 24, p. ‘651. 

Marion’ Extract Co., Inc., et al. vs. Marion 
and Rye Valley; ‘case "12883; tanning ex- 
tract (74 I. C. C., 613-614): Jan. 13, Dp. 62. 

Marion Machine By & Supply Co. vs. 

& P. et oi ; case 13138; bull c* arms, 
etc. (80 I. C., 119-120); ag 2, p. 1310 

Mason City Brick: & Tile ‘Co. "A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 11672; brick” aa related 
articles cis Lc. a 22- 31); Jan. 20, D. 
12; Jan. 173. 

— h B., = M. K. & T.; case 14383; 
Korte (77 I, C. C., 633-635); March 24, 


651. 
Matthews, G. B., and Sons vs. G. - & N. 
al.; “om —— Stk corn (80 I. C. C., 
99-101 une 

nie: Alkali "Posks. Inc., et al. vs. C. C. 
and O. et al.; ag 12579; coal Cit 1, & S., 
150-155) ; Feb. 10, p. 285. 

McIntosh, a. A., vs. Director General, C. R. I. 
& P. et al.; case 13427; cottonseed cake 
(77 1. C. Cy 364-365) ; Feb. 24, p. 405. 

McKell Coal "& Coke Co. et al. vs. Chesa- 
peake & Ohio et al.; case 12631; coal (78 
Le Plow eear eS: AR al Minto cen 

Meigs Pulpwo o., Inc., v - 
ro +f case 13797; " pulpwood (78 I. Cc. C., 
473- 474); April 28, D § = 

Meleczer Co. et al. vs. aie Eastern, - 
rector General et al.; case 11747; also 11748, 
John F. Barker uce Co. et ‘al. vs. Ari- 
zona Eastern, Director General et al.; rice, 
sugar, fruits and vegetables (78 I. c. C.. 
319-327); April 21, p. 904. in 

Memphis Freight Bureau for Barnwell & Co. 
et ca vs. oy ana bile & Ohio; case 13045; also 
13046, Same for A. B. Falk & Co. vs. A. 

V.: cotton compression (74 I. C. C., 
Seg 590); Jan. 20, p. 108. 


Memphis a. Bureau, for Abston, 
Wsnne & Co. al. vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; 
case 12750; i, 42750 (Sub. No. 1), Mem- 
phis Freight Bureau for F. G. Barton & 
pea et al. vs. Director General; 12750 
(Sub. No. 2), Memphis Freight Bureau for 
Humphreys O’Sullivan “en ead et al. vs. 
Director General; cotton (80 I. C. C., 88- 
98); June 2, p. 1308. 
Memphis-Southwestern investigation; com- 
modity rates; case 9702; also 6390, Mem- 
phis Freight Bureau vs. St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern et al.; 7250, Shreve- 
port Chamber of Commerce "et al. vs. Ala- 
bama & Vicksburg et al.; 7304, City of 
Memphis et al. vs. Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacific et al.; 9886, Chamber of Com- 
merce, Monroe, La., vs. Arkansas & Louis- 
jana Midland et ai.; : 9927, Railroad Com- 
mission of Arkansas et al. vs. Arkansas 
Central et al.; 10084, Natchez Chamber of 
Commerce vs. Natchez & Southern et al.; 
10418, Arkansas Jobbers’ & Manufacturers’ 
Association vs. Director General. et al.; 
10419, Arkansas Jobbers’ & Manufacturers’ 
Association vs. Director General et al.; and 
numerous fourth-section applications (17 
I. C. C., 473-606); March 17, p. 589. 
Memphis-Southwestern Investigation—Rates 
between cen River points; case 
9702 (80 I. C., 157-173); June 9, p. 1367. 
Menasha Printing & Carton Co. vs. Director 
General and & W.; case 13731; 
pleachs powder (80 I. “C. C., 35-36); June 


2, 1310. 

Meridian Fertilizer Factory vs. M. & O. et 
al.; ~—- 13391; crushed phosphate rock 
(77 I. Cc. C., 315- 316); Feb. 24, p. 405. 

Mich. RR R. Co. vs. Pere Marquette et al.; 
case ry through routes and rates (74 
Lc. Cc. 496- 501); Jan. 13, p. 59 

Mid-Co. Gasoline Co. vs. M. K & T. of T 
et al.; oa 12466; petroleum distillate Ct 
I. C. C., 37-38); Jan. 20, p. 113. 

—— Coal Co. et al. vs. ae Ba 

t al.; case 12144; coal (80 I. C. C. 267- 
268) : June 23, p. 1483. 

Midland Linseed Products Co. vs. 7 et 
al.; case 12290; mes ey 4 oil meal (77 I. C. 
C., 242-243); Feb. 24, 403. 

Midvale Steel’ & Grtumibes Co. vs. Director 








General; case 13861; petroleum and fuel 
oils (78 I. C. C., 721-723); May 12, p. 1101. 
Mileage, interchangeable, ticket investiga- 
~ —- 14104 (77 I. Cc. G., 200-224); Feb. 
Mileage, interchangeable ticket investiga- 
tion; case 14104 (77 I. Cc. C. ~657) ; 
March 17, p. 587. . rt een 
mee, Freak wep —— Co. et al. vs. P. R. 
‘ al.; case 3. Switchin h 

(80 I. C. C., 314-317); June 30, ~ 1542, 
Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce oS. B. 
& Q. et al.; case 13516; grain wes. Cc. €. 
110-122); April 7, p. 776. sees 
——- homage Fuel Co. vs. Director 
al; case : oe: ES ~ 

600); April 28, p. 968 stp Sia ae 
Minneapolis & St. Louis vs. Peoria & Pekin 
a case 13110 (mimeographed) Jan. 6, 


Minnesota Transfer, storage in transit 
, rul 
at, on import traffic from coast ports; ‘4 


and S. 1416 (78 I. C. C., 265-269): 
D. 901 ( C., 265-269); April 21, 


Minute Tapioca Co. vs. Director General: 
case 12350; tapioca substitute (80 I. C. C. 
215-216); June 16, p. 1427. : 

Mississippi Valley Iron Co. vs. Mo. Pac.; 
case 13407; manganese ore refuse (34-1. 
C. C., 715-716); Jan. 20, p. 112. 

Mississippi- Warrior Service of the U. S. War 
Department, Inland Waterways, vs. A. & 
S. et al.; case 11893; also 11892, Same vs. 
Same, and 13290, Secretary of War, op- 
erg pe Service vs. A. 

2 al.; joint rates (77 I. 7” - 
363); Feb. 17, p. 351. ‘ pga 

Mohr & Sons vs. New England Steamship 
Co. et al.; case 10016; zine plate (80 I. 
C. C., 205-206); June 16, p. 1427. 

Montana rates and fares; in re intrastate 
rates and fares of the C. B. and Q. and 
other carriers in state of Montana; case 
gy (77 I. C. C., 141-145); Feb. 10, p. 


Montrose Oil Refining Co., Inc., vs. St - 
S. F. et al.; case 11975: crude sileriienns, 
(78 I. C. C., 572-574); April 28, p. 968. 

— — _— —" vs. Director Gen- 

; se ; coal (7 oo - : 
April 7. p. 775. Cis ¥. C. C., 81-88); 
— ae Co. Ly Director General: 
; furnaces - £o - H 

June 2, p. 1310. ; a Neda 

Morris & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 11453; cocoanut oil (74 I. C. C., 630 
632); Jan. 20, p. 112. 

— >a oad oo ad = va. BP. RK. BR. et 

*3 e ; coa a €.' €, - : 

Mone 23. p. 1485, Mtgiteeaeeerd 
urray, T. I., vs. G. N. et al.; case 13241; 
ore (78 I. C. C., 465-468): April 28, p. 967. 

National Association of Sand and Gravel 
Producers vs. P. R. R. et al.; sand and 


oy (74 I. C. C., 615-618): Jan. 13, 
ee Fibre and Insulation Co. vs. N. 


et al.; case 13454: cotton linters 

(78 I. C. C., 361-364); April 28, ry. 967. 

National Paving Brick Manufacturers’ Assn. 
et al. vs. A. and V. et al: 10733; brick 
(80 I. C. C., 179-184); June ’9, Pp. 1365. 

National Petroleum Assn. et al. vs. P. R. R. 
A heey Pesce 12552, same vs. 

; petroleum an rod 
711-717); May 19, p. 1163. i tt alt 

New England Paper and Pulp Traffic Assn. 
et al. vs. Hoosac Tunnel and Wilmington 
et al.; case 12022; various commodities 
(77 I. C. C., 115-123); Feb. 10, p. 285. 

New Orleans, Board of Commissioners of the 
Port of, vs. Director-General; case 12799; 
bridge materials (77 I. C. C., 664-668); also 
Sub. No. 1, Doullut & Williams Shipbuild- 
ing Co., Inc., vs. Same; March 24, p. 653. 

— A ae nee Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & 
S. FB. et al.; case 13299; gas oil ; 
365-366); Feb. 24, p. 405- st aig 

Niedringhaus Metal Ware Corp. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 12963; also por- 
tions of fourth section application 701; 
ey — arte drums (74 I. C. C., 502-504): 

an. 6, p. s 

Niles Fire Brick Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13620; crude clay (80 I. C. CG. 380- 
382); June 30, p. 1543. ; 

Nivison-Weiskopf Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13020; glass bottles and bottle fillings 
(77 I. C. C., 107-110); Jan, 27, p. 176. 

Noll, James G., Lumber Co. vs. U. P. et al.: 
case 13641; shingles (80 I. C. C., 105-107); 
May 26, p. 1238. 

Norfolk Hide and Metal Co. (John Robinson, 
trading as) vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 
12925; scrap iron, ete. (74 I. C. C., 482- 
484): Jan. 6, p. 13. 

Northern States Power Co. vs. A. T. and 
S. F. et al.; case 13611; also Sub. No. 1, 
John Morrell and Co. vs. Same; coal (80 
I. C._ C., 261-266); June 23, p. 1484, 

wert) Sencheater fone CW va: C. CO C. 

° ; case 776; sand (80 I. Cc. CG, 
69-70); May 26, p. 1238 . a dry 

Northwestern Traftic and Service Bureau vs. 
C. & N. W. et _al.; case 13168; coal (80 
I. C. C., 81-82); May 26, p. 1238. 

Cute Co. = a _ P. & S. Ste. Marie et 

-; case : n WL A - ; 
Jan. 22, p. 178 Peg tie 


Ohio & Kentucky Railway Co. vs. L. & N.; 








case 13602; divisions (77 I. C. C., 636-644); 
Feb. 24, p. 403 

Oil, crude, from La. points to Beaumont- 
Port Arthur group; I. and S. 1648 (74 I. C. 
C., 623-629): Jan. 13, p. 61. 

Oils, vegetable; import and domestic rates 
on, from Pacific Coast points to W. T. L. 
and C. F. A. territories; I. and S. 1705 (78 
I. C. C., 421-428); April 7, p. 775. 

Oklahoma Clay Products Assn. vs. A, T. 
and S. F. et al.; case 12367; clay prod- 
van (80 I. C. C., 278-282); June 23, p. 

Oklahoma Iron Works et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al.; case 12365; steel billets (80 I. C. C., 
327-331); June 30, p. 1541. 

Overland Tire and Rubber Co. et al. vs. 
Mo. Pac. et al.; case 12705; tires and 
tubes (80 I. C. C., 509-511); June 30, 
p. 1544. 

Ozark Cider & Vinegar Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 13189; vinegar stock (77 I. C. C., 
367-368); Feb. 24, p. 405. 

Pacific Coast Shippers’ Assn., Inc., et al. vs. 
Ann Arbor et al.; case 12623; cedar 
~~ flute Cs. i. &. C; -i2); April. 7, p. 


Pacific Rice Mills et al. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 12843; paddy rice (78 I. C. C., 
459-461); April 28, p. 967. 

Paggi Bros. Oil Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. et al.; 
case 13526; oil well supplies (80 I. C. C., 
63-65); May 26, p. 1237. 

Palmer, 8S. G., Co. vs. N. Y. C. et al.; case 
13119; applies (80 I. C. C., 371-373): June 
30, p. 1542. : 

Paper and paper articles from Canada and 
New England to Nashville, Tenn.; I. and 
S. 1726; also I. and S. 1556, newsprint pa- 
per from Canada to Nashville (78 I. C. C., 
258-264); April 14, p. 835. 

Paper ard paper articles from defined ter- 
ritories to southwestern points; I. and S. 
1643 (78 I. C. C., 600-605); April 21, p. 902. 

Paper, building and roofing, from Indiana 
and Ohio to St. Paul and Duluth; I. and 
S. 1669 (mimeographed); Jan. 13, p. 59. 

Paper, building and roofing, between West- 
ern Trunk Line points; I. and S. 1468 (77 
I. C. C., 444-447); March 10, p. 531. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. M. K. & 
T. of Tex. et al.; case 13326; steel tanks 
(74 I: CG. C., 695-696); Jan. 20, p. 112. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. P. and R. 
et al.; case 13362; plates and sheets (77 
I. C. C., 311-314); Feb. 24, p. 403. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. M. K. & T. 
et al.; case 12138; wooden tank staves (78 
I. C. C., 238-242); April 14, p. 838. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. C. B. & Q. 
et al.; case 13320; iron and steel tanks (78 
I. C. C., 399-401); April 21, p. 905. 

Parkersburg Rig & Reel Co. vs. Director 
General, B. & O. et al.; case 13557; wood 
en bull-wheel cants and pins (78 I. C. C., 
299-300); April 21, p. 902. 

Parkersburg Rig and Reel Co. vs. W. F., 
R., and Ft. W. et al.; case 13324; rig iron 
— (78 I. C. C., 556-560; April 28, p. 
968. 

Parkersburg Rig and Reel Co. vs. P. R. R. 
et al.; case 13321; iron and steel articles 
(78 I. C. C., 724-728); May 19, p. 1163 

Passenger fares between New York and 
pointg west of Newark, N. J.; fourth sect. 
ap. 12099 (74 I. C. C., 516-520); Jan, 13, 
p. 60. 

Pavne, W. M.. & Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express 
Co.; case 13382; fish (74 I. C. C., 757-759); 
Jan. 20, p. 112. : 

Penick & Ford, Ltd.. Inc., vs. Director Gen- 
eral: case 11379; blackstrap molasses (80 
T. C. C., 152-156); June 2. p. 1307. 

Peoria, intermediate switching charges at; 
I. and S, 1596 (77 I. ©. C., 48-51): Jan. 6, 
p. ii. . ‘ ; ‘ 

Perishable protective tariff; elimination of 
various St. Louis terminal lines from; I. 
and S. 1785 (78 I. C. C., 745); May 26, p. 
1236. 

Petroleum and its products from Texas, 
Louisiana and Arkansas points to Mem- 
phis and Ohio River points; I. and S. 1634 
(mimeographed); Jan. 13, p. 60. 

Petroleum and products between points in 
Official Classification territory: I. and S. 
1663; also 14174, Indiahoma Refining Co. 
vs. Ann Arbor et e#l.; 14161, Roxana Petro- 
leum Corporation vs. Chicago & Alton et 
al.; 14225, White Star Refining Co. vs. 
Tilinois Terminal et al.; and 14338, St. 
Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. Ann Ar- 
bor et al. (78 I. C. C., 162-177); April 14, 
p. 836. 

Petroleum from certain Texas points to C. 
F. A. and W. T. L. territories and to New 
Orleans; I. and S. 1661 (77 I, C. C., 228- 
233); Feb. 17, p. 347. 

Pfitzenmayer Construction Co. vs. Director 
General, N. Y. C. et al.; case 13521; pav- 
ns ee (78 I. C. C., 287-288); April 21, 

p 


Pleasant Valley Farms and Morey Con- 
densory Co. vs. Director General! case 
13725; canned condensed and evaporated 
milk (78 I. C. C., 671-673); May 12, p. 1100. 

Plumbers’ supplies from Chattanooga and 
groups points to S. Atlantic and Florida 
junction points; cancellation of commod- 
ity rates on; I. and S. 1690 (80 I. C. C., 
251-254); June 9, p. 1366. 

Portland Traffic and Transportation Assn. 
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et al. vs. Ann Arbor et al.; case 13184; 
tank and silo material (77 I. C. C., 423-426); 
March 3, p. 467. 

Potatoes, in carloads, from D. and R. G. 
W. stations in Colorado to E. P. and 
S. W. stations in New Mexico; I and S. 
1740 (80 I. C. C., 191-193); June 9, p. 1366. 

Premier Coal Co. et al. vs. Director General 
and U. P.; case 13253; water (80 I. C. C., 
85-87); May 26, p. 1239. 

Producers’ Refining Co. vs. M. K. & T..-of 
Tex. et al.; case 13099; gasoline, ete. 
(80 I. C. C., 339-340); June 30, p. 1543. 

Procter & Gamble Co. vs. Director General; 
case 12055; empty tank cars (78 I. C. ©., 
47); April 7, p. 774. 

Pure Oil Co. vs. Director General; case 
12272; motor benzol (78 I. C. C., 353-355); 
April 21, p. 905. , 

Quaker Oats Co. vs. Director General, Ca- 
nadian National, et a.; case 12978; oat- 
meal (80 I. C. C., 75-76); May 26, p. 1238. 

Ragone, Gerard, & Son vs. N. Y. C. et al.; 
ease 13854; loading of paper stock (80 I. 
Cc. C., 491-492); June 30, p. 1544. 

Rausch, John P., Co., Inc., vs. G. H. and 
S. A. et al.; case 12345; rosin (77 I. C. C., 
193-194); Feb. 10, p. 286. 

Reduced rates, 1922; in re rates, fares and 
charges of carriers by railroad subject to 
interstate commerce act; case 13293; South 
San Francisco ed — Gr i. C., 
675-677); March “ag 3 s 

Republic Goal Co. vs. C. & N. W.; case 13465; 
coal (78 I. C. C., 375-377); April 21, p. 906. 

Rex Metal Works vs. N. P. et al.; case 13386; 
scrap lead (77 I. C. C. 104-106); Jan. 27, p. 
176. 

ond Co. vs. Director General, L, & N. 

rn: case 12971; me (80 I. C. C., 
26-28); May 26, p. bs 

hicuines Gas, Light & Coke Co. et al. vs. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 13497; fuel and 
gas oils (74 I. C. C., 719-720); Jan. 20, PD. 
110. : 

bling’s, John A., Sons Co. vs. Western 

“ae et al: case 12951; also 12951 
(Sub. No. 1), Same vs. P. & R. et al.; flux- 
ing limestone (78 I. C. C., 349-352); April 
21, p. 904. 

h, Mills & Co. vs. Director General; 

— 13351; galvanized iron (74 I. C. ©., 
751-753); Jan. 20, p. 112. é A 

Rolph, Mills & Co. vs. Director reneral; 
pans 13373; sheet steel (74 I. GPC, Fi- 
712); Jan. 20, p. 111. cumini 

Bush Pig Iron & Coke Co. VS. 

Reet et al.; case 13155; coal (78 L C. 
C., 159-161); April 14, p. 836. h 

Roper, L. W., vs. Director General; case 
13770; beans (80 I. C. C., 125-126); June 2, 
p. 1310. t 
xana Petroleum Corp. vs. C. and A. e 

ae x case 12806; also sub. No. 1, Same vs. 
Same; 11564, Laclede Steel Co. vs. Same; 
13217, Ill. Glass Co. vs. Ill. Terminal. Co.; 
fuel ‘oil (74 I. C. C., 605-698):, Jan. 13, 


p. 62. " 
Petroleum Corp. vs. W. F. and N. 

ROW net al.; case 12722; petroleum (80 I. C. 
C., 292-294); June 23, p. 1485. # 

Rudolph. S., and Co., vs. Pp. R. Ret roe 
case 13752; — (80 I. C. &,,; 129- 
31); June 2, p. 4 

aca and gravel from Lafayette, Ind., to 
Chatsworth and Gilman, IIL; I. and S. 
1710 (77 I. C. C., 719-723) ; March 31, p. 707. 

Sand from points in Kansas to Arkansas, 
Kansas, Missouri, and Oklahoma; I, and S. 
1714 (78 I. C. C., 687-692); May 5, D. 5085. 

San Francisco Wholesale Dairy Produce x- 
change vs. Am. Ry. Express Co,; ase 
12912: eggs, butter, etc. (78 I. C Cc. 37- 
740); May 19, p. 1163. ay A 

& Williams, Inc., vs. Director General; 

ee 13846; = (78 I. C. C., 303-304); 
April 21, p. 900. 3 : 

tinoen Fibre Products Co. vs. Director Ren- 
eral: case 13249; paper box board (78: ° I. 
Cc. G., 311-312); April 21. p. 906. pA 

Shells, oyster, from Biloxi, Miss., and other 
points on L. & N. to Orange Grove, Miss., 
New Orleans, Mobile and other points in 
Ala.; I. and S. 1651 (74 I. C. C., 585-587); 
an. 20, p. 111. ’ i 

gibiey. F. Mr, Lumber Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral Detroit Terminal Railroad et _al.; case 
13685; demurrage (77 I. C. C., 415); Feb. 
24, p. 404. 

Silica Sand Producers’ Traffic Association 
vs. Missouri Pacific, Director General, et 
al.; case 12469; silica sand (74 I. Gs, C., 
471-474): Jan. 6, p. 13. ‘ 

Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General; case 13092; coal (78 I. C. C., 
123-125); April 14, p. 838. 

Smith, F. S., & Son, vs. B. S. L. & W. et al.; 
case 12493; also 11970, M. Argueso & Co., 
Inc., vs. G. H. & S. A. et al.; case 11708, 
American Manufacturing Co. vs. Same; 
and 11708, Sub. No. 1, F. S. Smith & Son 
vs. Texas Mexican; istle (77 I. C. C., 78- 
84); Jan. 27, p,.174. 

Snowden School Civic League vs. Wash.-Va., 
Ry. Co.; case 13517; fares, etc. (78 I. C. C., 
530-532); April 28, p. 963. 

Somers, Henry W., vs. New York, Ontario 
& Western et al.; case 13024; coal (78 I. 
C. C., 243-247); April 21, p. 901. 

S. Dakota Commission vs. C. & N. W. et al.; 
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case 12268; live stock (77 I. C. C., 451-464); 
March 10, p. 532; March 17, p. 588. 

S. Dakota Commission vs. A. & W. et 
al.; case 12026; class rates (80 I. C. C., 
332-334); June 30, p. 1543. 

Southeastern Express Co. vs. Am. Ry. Ex- 
press Co.; case 12784; also 12786, Southern 
Fisheries Assn. vs. Am. Ry. Express Co. 
et al.; through routes and joint rates (78 
IC. C., 126-144); April 14, p. 837. 

Southern Acid and Sulphur Co. vs. A. and 

- M. et al.; case 12255; sulphur (74 I. 
C. C. C., 641-646); Jan. 20, p. 107. 

Southern Manganese Corporation vs. Di- 
rector General; case 13101; slag (74 I. C. 
C., 538-534): Jan. 138, p. 61. 

Southern Pacific Company’s ownership of 
Atlantic steamship lines; case 6606 (77 I. 
C. C., 124-140); Feb. 10, p. 282. 

S. P.-C, P. Control case; finance docket 2613 
(76 I, C. C., 508-531); Feb. 17, p. 347. 

Spencer Kellogg & Sons, Inc., vs. D. L. & W. 
et al.; case 13229; flaxseed (77 I. C. C., 
249-251); Feb. 24, p. 405. 

Sprague Tire and Rubber Co. vs. U. P. et 
al.; case 12753; also 12797, Firestone Tire 
and Rubber Co. vs. Director General; 
crude rubber (80 I. C. C., 285-291); June 
23, p. 1483. 

Spreckels ‘‘Savage’’ Tire Co. vs. A. T. & 
S. F, et al.; case 13701; chip board (78 I. 
C. C., 53-54); April 7, p. 776. 

Staley, A. E., Manufacturing Co. vs. Can. 
Pac et al.; case 13996; corn starch (80 I. 
C. C., 512-514); June 30, p. 1544. 

Standard Brick Co., Inc., vs. G. F. & A. et 
al.; case 13187; also Sub. No. 1, Oconee 
Brick and Tile Co. vs. Cent. of Ga. et al.; 
eg blocks (74 I. C. C., 553-554): Jan. 


, p. - 

Standard Export Lumber Co.. Ltd., vs. A. & 
M. et al.; case 13502; lumber (74 I. C. C., 
721-722); Jan. 20, p. 110. 

Standard Export Lumber Co., Ltd., vs. Di- 
rector General, G. C. & S. F. et al.; case 
sad ee (78 I. C. C., 337-340); April 

» Pp. . 

Standard Oil Co. (Calif.) vs. Arizona East- 
ern et al.; case 13762; gasoline and kero- 
sene (78 I. C. C., 705-708); May 12, p. 1100. 

Standard Sanitary Manufacturing Co. vs. 
Southern et al.; case 13771; also I. and S. 
1612, plumbers’ material from Chatta- 
nooga and group and Knoxville, Tenn., to 
Mobile, Ala., and New Orleans. La., and 
other southern points; and I. and S. 1662 
plumbers’ material from Chattanooga and 
group and Knoxville, Tenn., to Mobile, 
Ala., and New Orleans, La., and other 
southern points; plumbers’ material (78 I. 
Cc. C., 80 I. C. C., 7-17); May 19, p. 1165. 

Standard Sanitary Manufacturing Co. vs. 
A. & A. et al.; case 13792; plumbers’ sup- 
or (80 I. C. C., 318-322); June 30, p. 


Standard Shipbuilding Corp. vs. C. R. R. of 
N. J.; case 12238; lighterage (77 I. C. C., 
64-66); Jan. 27, p. 176. 

Standard time zone investigation: Case 10122 
(78 I. C. C., 606-608); May 5, p. 1035. 

Steel & Tube Co., of America vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 13203; mine props, ete. (74 
I. C. C., 689-690); Jan. 20, p. 111. 


Stone-Fisher Co. vs. Director General, C. M. 
& St. P.; case 13344; furniture (77 I. c. C 
369-372); Feb. 24, p. 404. 


Sullivan Lumber Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13085; lumber (78 I. C. C., 393-395: 
April 21, p. 906. " 

Sun Co. vs. La. Ry. & Nav. Co. et al; 
case 13820; gasoline (80 I. C. C., 127-128); 
June 2, p. 1310. 

Sunderland Brothers Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et 
al.; case 12738; common brick (78 I. C. C., 
295-296); April 21, p. 900. 

Sunlight Milling Co. vs. L. & N.: case 13436: 
flour and shorts (78 I. C. C., 305-307); 
April 21, p. 905. 

Swift and Co. vs. Director General; case 
12314; cottonseed oil (77 I. C. C., 189); Feb. 
10, p. 286. 

Swift & Co. vs. Director-General; case 13239; 
ice and salt charges (77 I. C. C., 678-681); 
March 24, p. 652. 

Swift & Co. vs. S. P. et al.; case 11012: also 
12174, Same vs. Same, and 12223, Armour 
& Co. vs. N. P. et al.; frozen meat (78 
I. C. C., 68-74); April 7, p. 772. 

Switching at Clinton, Okla., on the St. L.- 
S. F.; and S. 1718 (78 I. C. C., 5383-535); 
April 28, p. 967. 

Switching between K. C. M. and O. and 
Arkansas Valley Interurban at Wichita; 
T. and S. 1723 (78 I. C. C., 536-538); April 
28, p. 963. 

Tanners’ Council of the U. S. of America et 
al. vs. Director General; case 11510; pickled 
aboep skins (78 I. C. C., 27-30); April 7, 


° io. 

Terre Haute, Indianapolis & Eastern Trac- 
tion Co. et al. vs. Director-General: case 
12908; various comm. (77 I. C. C., 658-663); 
March 24, p. 653. 

Terre Haute Paper Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13159; also Sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 3, 
Same vs. Same; coal (80 I. C. C., 221- 
224); June 16, p. 1428. 

Texas Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. & 
S. et_al.; case 13410; burlap bags (77 I. C. 
C., 67-72); Jan. 27, p. 172. 

Texas Steel Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; case 


12412; also Sub. No. 1, Same vs. Same; 
coke (74 I. C, C., 535-538); Jan. 27, p. 176. 

Thorp, B. J., vs. Director General; case 
13693; steel shell turnings (80 I. Cc. C., 
1-3); May 26, p. 1239. 

Ties, railroad; increased steamship rates on 
from Savannah to New York and Boston; 
I. and S. 1716 (78 I. C. C., 679-683); April 
28, p. 963. 

Tonnage slips, restriction on number of, 
surrendered at transit points on Frisco 
Ry.; I. and S. 1709 (77 I. C. C., 289-241); 
March 31, p. 707. 

Transcontinental Freight Bureau, in re; case 
gg (77 I. C. C., 252-299); Feb. 17, p. 345, 

Tuffl Bros. Pig‘Iron & Coke Co. vs. Direc- 
tor General; case 13165; coke (80 I. C. C., 
123-124); June 2, p. 1310. 

Turner Supply Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13125; ‘sawmill machinery (77 I. C. 
C., 747-748; March 31, p. 709. 

United Dredging Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 14303; contractors’ outfits (78 I. 
Cc. C., 365); April 21, p. 906. 

United Paperboard Co., Inc. vs. Can. Nat’l. 
Rys. et al.; case 11979; wood pulp (74 I. 
Cc. C., 733-737); Jan. 20, p. 107. 

U. S. A. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 12497; also 
Sub No. 1, Same vs. Wharton & Northern 
et al.; class and commodity (80 I. C. C., 
143-151); June 2, p. 1207. 

United States Steel Products Co., applica- 
tion of, under the provisions of section 
five, of the interstate commerce act, in 
connection with ownership and operation 
of steamer lines through Panama Canal; 
— (17 I. C. C., 685-690) March 31, 


Pp. 4 

Utah Fuel Co. vs. Director General; case 
12821; coal switching (80 I. C. C., 229-231); 
June 16, p. 1428. 

Van Dusen Harrington Co. vs. Can. Pac.; 
case 12903; grain (78 I. C. C., 729-731); 
May 19, p. 1164. 

Vehicles, cancellation of L. C. L. commod- 
ity rates on, from and between points in 
Southern territory; I. and S. 1684; also 
I. and S. 1730, Same, No. 2 (78 I. C. C., 
37-43); April 7, p. 773. 

Vim Motor Truck Co. vs. Director General; 
case 13179; auto trucks (80 I. C. C., 72-74); 
May 26. p. 1237. 

Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 13745; also 13746. Same vs. G. 
Cc. & S. F. et al.; phosphate rock (78 I. 
Cc. C., 107-109); April 7, 774. 

Washburn-Crosby Co., Ine., vs. Director 
General; case 13371; flour and other grain 
ew (78 I. C. C., 51-52); April 7, p. 


Watermelons; in re-regulation prescribed by 
Texas commission requiring , carriers to 
slat stock cars for transportation of water- 
melons in Texas; case 13072; (78 I. C. C., 
732-736); May 19. p. 1164. 

Wearn, J. H., & Co., vs. B. & O., Director 
General, et al.; case 13456; window glass 
(77 I. C. C., 373-374); Feb. 24, p. 405. 

Webb-Sumner Oil Mill vs. Director General), 
c. R. I. & P. et al.; case 13037: cotton 
seed (78 I. C. C., 292-294); April 21, p. 


905. 

Weirton Steel Co. vs. Monongahela Ry. et 
al.; case 13005; coke (77 I. C. C., 622-630); 
March 24, p. 652. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. vs. S. 
P. et al.; case 13199; box shooks, etc. (77 
I. C. C., 669-674); March 24, p. 652. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. vs. 
A. & S. et al; case 13211; lumber and 
forest products (78 I. C. C., 746-759); May 
26, p. 1236. 

Western Carbon Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 13359; paper bags (74 I. C. C., 707- 
708); Jan. 20, p. 111. 

Western Cartridge Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. 
L. et al.; case 13195: brass (74 I. C. C., 
654-656); Jan. 20, p. 111. 

Western coal rates; case 13588; also 9613, 
Cameron Coal Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. (80 I. C. C., 883-480); June 30, 
p. 1540. 

Western Meat Co. vs, Director. General; 
case 12723; also Sub. No. 1, Pacific Coast 
Steel Co. vs. Same, and 13049, E. H. Ed- 
wards vs. Same: petroleum fuel oil, etc. 
(78 I. C. C., 77-82); April 7, p. 774. — 

W. Va. Pulp and Paper Co. vs. Director 
General; case 13188; sulphate of alumina 
(74 I. C. C., 551-552): Jan. 6, p. 13. 

W. Va. Pulp & Paper Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 13722: paper storage (78 I. C. 
C., 57-58); April 7. p. 775. 

Willard Coal Co. et al. vs. Eastern Kentucky 
et al.; case 12901; coal (78 I. C. C., 455- 
458), April 28, p. 967 

Williamson Halsell Frazier Co. vs. Director 
General; case 12377; canned fruit (74 I. C. 
C., 549-550); Jan. 13, p. 61. 

Wilson & Co., Inc., of Okla., vs. Director 
General; case 13178; fresh meat (74 I. C. 
C,. 555-556): Jan. 6, p. 13. 

Wilson & Co., Inc., vs. Director General; 
case 13200; sugar (74 I. C. C., 493-495): 
Jan. 6, p. 12. 

Wilson & Co., Inc., vs. Director General; 
case 13201; meats (74 I. C. C., 547-548); 
Jan. 13, p. 61. 

Winslow & Co. vs. Director General; case 
agg clay (77 I. C. C., 387-388); March 3, 
Pp. 4 





Wisconsin Dairy Products Co. vs. Director- 
General; case 13148; evaporated milk (78 
I. C. C., 355-357); April 21, page 906. 

Wisconsin Traffic Assn. vs. Algoma Cen- 
tral & Hudson Bay et al.; case 12986; 
paper (80 I. C. C., 217-218); June 16, Dp. 
1427. 


Wood, cord or pulp, from Elberton and East- 
ern R. R. stations to Canton, N. C., I. and 
Ss. Rit (78 I. C. C., 593-596); May 5, 
p. ; 


Wood, waste resinous, from A. C. L, stations 
in Georgia to Jacksonville, Fla.; I. and S. 
1668 (77 I. C. C., 448-450); March 10, p. 
532. 

Wool, imported, from New York and Boston 
to La Porte, Ind.; I. and S. 1754 (80 I. C. 
C., 314-317); June 30, p. 1542. : 

Wyoming Sugar Co. vs. C. B. & Q.; case 
13021; also Sub. No. 1, Same vs. Same; 
refuse sirup (77 I. C. C., 470-472); March 
mick aA A., Supply C Ill. Cent 

Zelnicker, : ., Supply Co. vs. 5 2 
et al.; case 12594; locomotive (74 I. C..C., 
543-544); Jan. 13, Pr 61. 

Zion Institutions and Industries vs. E. S. & 
N. et al.; case 13447; coal (77 I. C. C., 375- 
376); Feb. 24, p. 405. 


Demurrage; report of N. I. T. L. committee; 
p. 911. 

Depositions; taking of; Pp. 144. 

Depot facilities; jurisdiction over; D. 1056. 
(See also Supreme Court decisions.) 

Dillon, Charles; address to Kansas Board of 
Agriculture; p. 68; address to Freepot Ki- 
wannis Club; p. 668; at Des Moines, Dp. 
1022. 

Director-General; annual report of; p. 293. 

Distribution waste; p. 870. By 

Divisions; pp. Mme 1504. (See also ‘‘New 
England Divisions.” 

7 J. H., the railroad problem; p. 1454. 

Donner Steel Co., petition for mandams re- 
quiring I. C. C. to award damages for ur- 
due prejudice in spotting cars; refusal of 
Supreme Court of District of Columbia to 
grant sustained by Court of Appeals; pp. 
9, 19. 


EDITORIAL. 


Advertising, railroad freight; p. 1159. 

Business administration of railroads; p. 101. 

Brookhart, Senator; p. 581. f ‘ 

Canadian government ownership of rail- 
roads; p. 829. 

Canadian news service; p. 765. 

Capper, Senator; speech in Senate; p. 277. 

Car shortage investigation; pp. 341, 397. 

Chamber of Commerce, U. S.; p. 1231. 

Commission appointments; pp. 1157, 1301. 

Commission leaks; p. 165. 

Congressional misrepresentations as to rail- 
roads; pp. 102, 525, 581, 893. 

Consolidation, railroad; pp. 525, 957, 1029, 
oe a a . I 

Daniels, ; as: 3 

Education, transportation; pp. 7, 221, 397, 
765, 895, 1301. 

Embargo notices; p. 1361. . 

Excess earnings; incorrect statements in 
Congress, etc.; pp. 55. 647. 

Farmers and transportation; pp. 703, 1535. 

Ford, Henry, railroad operations; Pp. 223. 

Government control; cost of; p. 279. — 

Government ownership; pp. 829, 1423, 1533. 

Hadley, Arthur wa theory of less railroad 
regulation; p. = 

Harding and transportation; pp. 1421, 1533. 

Highway transportation; pp. 53, 101. _ 

Hylan, Mayor; valuation expert; p. 1477. 

Knapp, Martin A.; p. 399. 

Labor; misrepresentation by: p. 397. 

Liquor, sale of, on ships; p. 1029. 

Labor Board; abolition of; p. 957. 

Legislation, railroad; p. 1477. 

Mileage book decision; pp. 165, 243. 706. 

Mississippi Barge Line; pp. 341, 893. 

New England divisions; Pp 461. 

Passes, railroad; p. 1361. 

Pennsylvania R. R. wage case; Pp. 1036. 

Pool cars and warehousing; pp. 5, 165. 

Postal service; pp. 221, 463. 

Rate Committee dockets; pp. 461, 645. 

Reduced freight costs; p. 5. 

Reduced rates; p. 1359. 

Regulation, railroad; less; p. 701. 

Revenue, railroad; p. 1359. 

Rivers and harbors appropriation; p. 341. 

Salaries in the Commission; p. 55. 

Ship subsidy bill; pp. 279, 959. 

Shipstead, Senator, in a hole; p. 645. 

State Commissions, need for; p. 167. 

Traffic clubs, work of; pp. 1301, 1421. : 

Transcontinental Freight Bureau investiga- 
tion; p. 343. 4 

Transcontinental rates. pp. 895, 1157. 

Transportation conference; p. 1231. 

Trucks. motor; pp. 1095, 1479. 

Valuation of railroads; pp. 581, 1093, 1160, 
1303 (La Follette conference), 1477. 

Warehousing and -pool cars: pp. 5, 165. 
Waterways, inland; use of; pp. 167, 1095. 





Education, transportation; pp. 140, 191, 193, 
246, 719, 868, 1108, 1247. 
oe of roads in New York City; p. 


Elliott, Howard; railroad radio talk; p. 168. 
Embargoes; pp. 320. 610, 884, 980 (report of 
N. I. T. F. committee), 1361. 











8 INDEX TO THE TRAFFIC WORLD—JANUARY-JUNE, 1923 





uipment; condition of, etc.; pp. 26, 28, 78, 
36, 194, 328, 415, 434, 518, +9 658, 560, 


952, 1062, 1142, 1162, 1185, 1188, "1204, * 1212° 
1260, 1320 (commission inquiry), 1410, 1416, 
1444. 1462, 1482, 1500, 1510, 1524. 

Erickson, P.; fair play; p. 1350. 

Seeons earnin ngs; pp. 25, 70, 204, 234, 376, 528, 
649, 657 (¢ ay ton-Goose Creek ‘decision), 
748, 1034, 1364, 
Explosives, etc.; pp. 232, 634, 1344. 

Export and import rates; bP. _ 1436. 
Express rates, se : 86, 406, 490, 
656, 758, 840, $97, ia” 518, P60, 1033, 1068, 
1362, 1446, 1562. 

Farmers and freight ee pp. 106, 281, 585, 
636, 704, 1097, 1162, 6. 

Fees for Canadian AP nee officials; p, 784. 
Felton, S. M., replies to Senator Brookhart; 
pp. 104, 1032. 

ars ae BK; president Chicago Traffic 

ub; p. 
Flickinger, R.; the industrial traffic manager; 


Dp. 
Fipride “Commission vs. A. & R. et al.; case 
mage refrigeration; railroads protest order; 


Fiten, "WwW. C.; perishable freight claims; p. 


Ford, Henry; railroad revenue, etc.; pp. 30, 
57, 307, 1066, 7. 

Foreign trade: p. 858. 

Fort, Gerritt; railroads and motor trucks; 
pp. 518, 1248. 

Fourth section administration, etc.; pp. 529, 
535, 1033, 1054, 1165, 1166, 2. 

Freight rate; why is a?; p. 

French sell merchant ships: Pp. 1495. 


Fruit and vegetable shipments, etc.; pp. 36, 
78, 142, 194, 245, 290, 294, 360, 432, age 536, 
604, 670, 746, 796, 876, 938, 1018, 1053, 1058, 
1140, 1212, 1246, 1268, 1313, 1344, 1400, 1456, 
1486, 1512, 1576. 


rey J. P.; the industrial traffic manager; 


Gasoline price investigation; pp. 57. 345. 
one J. F.; apple and potato prices; p. 


Georgia rates; pp. 540, 834, 1268, 1344. 1458. 
German merchant marine; pp. 366, 662, 732, 


Germany; claims against; p. 24. 
Gooding, Senator; discusses high freight 
cao: p. 506; fourth section resolution; p. 


Gormley, M. J., address to Cincinnati Traffic 
Club; p. 586. 

Government freight bills; pp. —_ 1524, 1582. 

Government operation, cost 0 345." 

Grace, F. E.; ae consolidation: . 1514 

Grain rates, etc.; pp. 64, 114, 182,’ 33 4 
(Sinclair bill), 206. 366, 570, 724, 847, 864, 
> 916, 1002, 1014, 1070, 1124, 1169, 1378, 


Gieuliies ownership; pp. 281, 306, 649, 1109, 
1382, 1544. 

Greek shipping; p. 1053. 

Hague Rules; pp. 24, 243, 299, 361, 910, 926. 

aT tad and railroads; Pp. 833, 923, 1160, 
Chts). 1481, 1537, 1549 (speech at Kansas 


Herrick, Chas. E.; carriage of goods by sea 
act; p. 926. 

Highway transportation; 976 (report of N. I. 
T. F. committee), 12 00, 1470. 

=. G. L.; freight inspection bureaus; 


Hines, Walker D.; address to City Club of 
by ¥. 722. 


Hod — G. O.; routing for cost reduction; p. 


Holden, J. F.; letter to Clyde Reed; 282. 

Hoover, Herbert; pp. 169, 401, 924, 969, 1052, 
1111, 1566. 

Hud doom, W. T.; perishable freight claims; 
p 

Hudson Bay Railway; pp. 950, 1118. 

Ice; rates on, etc.; p. 630. 

Illinois waterway; pp. 124, 241. 

Import manifest revised; p. 1002. 

Innes. Wm.; accounting’ circular 168; p. 740. 

Inspection bureaus; pp. 84, 140, 246, 376. 

Intercoastal trade; pp. 23, 124, 242, 417, 542, 
661, 862, 1126, 11 8, 1247, 1268, 1379. (See 
also “ Shipping Board.’ *) 

Intercontinental railway; p. 364. 

Tron and steel rates, etc.; pp. 14, 756, 1210, 
1379, 1454. 

Isthmion | canal; another one; pp. 299. 3465, 

Italian marine policy; pp. 123, 732. 

Italian railroad operation; p. 1520. 

Jackman, Prof. W. T.; railway regulation in 
the U. S. and Canada; p. 783. 

Japanese port development; . 546. 

Japanese ship eebatey: ® 788. 

Jester, W. B.; fair play for the railroads; p. 


1270. 
=, W. F.; the need for traffic men; p. 


Johnston, J. H.; regulation of wages; p. 10. 
Jones, Cecil A.; freight inspection pureaus; 
Pp. 


Cc. M & O. relief: pp. 146, 178, 246, 308, 
346, 452, 514, 516, 548, 665. 706, 833, 834, 


arg Thos. G.; apple and potato prices; 
Dp 

Kiel canal; 1188. 

Knapp, Martin A.; death of; pp. 380, 399. 


aera Geo. H.; apples and freight rates; 


p. A 

Koenig, oy Coal Co.; not a profiteer; p. 374. 
Kreitler, R. G.; sane * regulation; p. 566. 

ic Te, J. M.; ; views as to railroad conditions; 


721. 
Labor railway, statistics, eto.: pp. 948, 1111. 
Labor Board appointments; pp. 1152, 1252. 
Labor Board; abolition of, etc.; pp. 306, 1550. 
Labor Board, U. pat R. "A.; ‘decisions and 
rulings of, etc.; 10, 72, 125, 236, 411, 
413, 482, 665, bez, "1066, 1206 1252, 1340, 
1448, 1578. (See also ‘ ‘wages.”’ 
La Ferle, Charles; claims for overcharges; p. 


Lather. George; perishable freight claims; 


Pp. 3 

Lake transportation; Canadian rnquiry, etc.; 
pp. 852, 946, 1010, 1136, 1186, 1252, 1258, 
1381, 1500, 1555. 

Lakes to Hudson canal; p. 145v. 

Land, George; use of pool cars; p. 183. 

Larkin, Frank; traffic manager Wordville 
Lime Products Co.; p. 424. 

Lee, Elisha; address to New England Traffic 
ge 668; advice to graduating class, 
p. a 

Legislation, railroad; pp. 122, 226, 306, 346, 
466, 481, 482 (Brookhart bill), 529, 540, aH 
668, 705, 804, 912 (report of N. I. 7. 
committee), ‘923. 924, 975 (report of N. ¥ 
T. L. committee), 1124, 1200, 1537. 

i Valley inquiry; pp. 862, 974, 1113, 


_, John J.; oral argument question; p. 
— on Canadian trains, ete.; pp. 1381, 
572. 


Liquor on ships; pp. 1049, 1381, 1435, 1495. 
(See also Shipping Board.) 

Litigant substitution rule; pp. 235, 354, 425, 
516, 528, 602. 

ae W. V.; Chicago public warehouses; p. 


Live stock rates, etc.; pp. 10, 114, 290, 673, 
756, 1058, 1252, 1362, * 1360, 1462, 1554. 
Loading of revenue freight; pp. 26, 58, 138, 
204, 245, 328, 388, 434, 484, 558, 604, 670, 
746, 804, 870, ‘931, 1016, 1064, "1142, 1206, 1246, 
1306, 1410, 1458, 1470, 1510, 1580. 
ading, heavy; Pp. 28, 909, 1214, 1216, 1566. 
— L. F.; attacks U. ’s. regulation; p. 





LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS. 
Aoter vs. Am. Ry. Express (Ia.); p. 


Alford vs. C. of Ga. ae): 


—- vs. St. L.-S. F. Pak ‘ pp. 1437, 
Am. Fruit Growers, Ine., vs. King et al. 
(S. C.); p. 309. 


American y. Express vs. Daniel (Ga.); p. 


Anderson, Clayton, & Co. vs. G. C. & S, F. 
(Tex.); p. 601. 

Austin, Nichols, & Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. 
GX, -Z.)5 p: Ti. 

Baker vs. U. S. (Fed. ct.); a 428. 

Bastian Bros. Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express (N. 
Y.); p. 1558. 

Bateham et a. Cc. M. & St. P. et. al. 
(Ia.); pp. 1131. 182° 

Beach vs. Western Union (Okla.); p. 556. 

*— et al. vs. Maloy et. al. (Md. 


Boston Sheridan Co. vs. Sheridan Motor 
Car Co. rg pp. 1182, 118 ‘«" 

Brass vs. T. & S. F. (Tex.); - 

Brewer et al. vs. Postal Te KM Cable 
Co. (Kan.); p. 602. 

Bright-Edison & Co. vs. Director General 
(Ala.); p. 1559. 

Brombery vs. C. & P. (Ia.); p. 237. 

eg Co. vs. x. i, S. W. of Tex. (Tex); 
Dd. 


Brown Coal Co. vs. Ill. Cent. (Ia.); p. 1181. 

Buck vs. Am. Ly Express Co. Ga; p. 928. 

Burd vs. S. A. L. et al. (Tex.); 3 

Burnett vs. Mo. Pac. (Ark.); p. Pinte 

Camp Hill Trading Co. vs. C. of G. et al. 
(Ala.); p. 309. 

soa ‘Bros. Fruit & Produce Co. vs. P. 

- R. (Mo.); p. 1181. 


Cornwell vs. Director General (Mont.); p. 


Coulter vs. G. C. & S. F. (Tex.); B 1044, 
Cox vs. Greil Bros. Co. (Ala.); p. 237. 
re et al. vs. Director General (Ore.); p. 


Cs vs. Am. Ry. Express Co. (N. Y.); 

p 

tr W. H., & Co. vs. Director General 
C.); p. 1493. 

olbess vs. St. L. S. W. of Tex. (Tex.); 


p. 929. ' 
rw vs. Adams Express Co. (Fed. ct.); 


Dawkine vs. pivot General (Ala.); P 725. 
Dawson vs. C. R. I. & P. (Ark.); p. 1044. 
Dosecco vs. Canadian Express Co. et al. 


(N. Y.); p. 1266. 
Durnford vs. C. B. & Q. (Mo.); 601. 


Effron, Kushner & Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express. 


Co. (la.); p. 1557. 

Began vs. Cc. B. & Q. et al. (Neb.); p .602. 

Fant Pty Co. vs. Southern Express (Ga. 33 
Pp. 

Fisher & Co. vs. Columbia Trust i - — 
vs. Wegiam et al. (Fed. ct.); p. 


ant al. vs. Director General (Fed. ct.); 


Gites et al. vs. Wabash nga 2 1437. 

Gleason vs. Bamberg (S. C.); p. 1 

Gorman vs. G. C. & S. F. (Tex.); xpi 238. 

Grover vs. Director General (Mont.); p. 983. 

Guitar vs. Director General od > 1044. 

Guthrie vs. P. & S. F. (Tex 

eres : Toe Co.- vs. C. R. IL & P. 
(Okla); p. 

ty xd vs. Am, Ry. Express Co. (Del.); 


p. 874 
Hayes vs. Director eee = p. 428. 
Henderson vs. Mo. Pac. (Ark.); p. 874. 
Hibernia Bank & Trust Co. vs. Bank of 
Topeka (Fed. er p. 1559. 
Hilpert vs. P. R. (Pa.); p. 1493. 
Hoboken Second Ratt Bank vs. Columbia 
Trust Co. (Fed. ct.); p. 1559. 
Holden vs. Director General (N. Y.); pp. 


Howell et al. vs. Director General (Mo.); pp. 
1377, . 
an et al. vs. Director General (Ind.); 
185. 


Eknter. vs. Director General (Ind.); p. 1181. 

Interstate Wholesale Growers, ee a vs. N. 
O. and % x ga mei Pa’ * rg% in 

Jakewa yrrell vs. L. a. 

Solana vs. Am. Ry. he LE. Co. (Mo.); 

370. 

Scenaae vs. Director General ee) p. 602. 

Johnson vs. Mo. Pac. ( we): p. 1328. ; 

— et al. vs. P. & S. F. (N. Y.); D. 
14 


Kleinhans vs. Can. Pac. (N. Y.); 121. 
Kristianson vs. Am. Ry. express (S.. C.)s 


Lanemmtie et al. vs. Houghton (Tex.); PD. 
canunain et al. vs. McCarthy et al. (Tex.); 
aD ha et al. vs. Smith et ux. (Texas); 
Landa, vs. Am. Ry. apeeee, Co. (N. Y.); 


tame vs, St. & M. et al. ren) p. 929. 
Leddy vs. +. orm so 
Letner vs. Ce) ac p. 
Locke & Co. vs. St. a 1 Ared. ct.); 
p. 21. 
A. Ala.); p. 1437. 
ino First Sit‘ Bank Fy Director 
Jaen pete = sa Mkport Co., Inc., vs. 
n 
ure oR Ss. S. Co. (Fed. ‘et.); 
p. 237. 


Mason vs. C. & A. R. (Mo): Pp 671. 
es vs. Jonesboro, L. EB. (Ark.); 


115. 
mitchell vs. N. P. S. S. Co. (Calif.); p. =. 
Morgan vs. Director es 0k (Mont.) ; Res? 
“a et al. vs. St. L. aes 


92: 
Mem Jellico Coal Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express 


. (Ky.); p. 984. 
Myers va 7 Ry. Express Co. (Mass.); 


New Haimpshire “Ne HD: wees Oe vs. Di- 
tor Genera p. 

Neal, WwW. E., & Son vs. P. & S. F. (Tex.); 
38. 


2 
Wisse, N., . vs. H. & T. C. et al. 
Tex. 
ecu iP. Director General ied p. 2. 
Pacific ete. og Mee aad Co. vs. N. 
1, ash.); p. 
patier vs. Dikedtor "ichioes (S. C.); p. 725. 
Petsch and McDonald vs. Director General 
et al. (Neb.); p. 1182. 
Phelps et al. vs. G. N. (Mont.); pp. 1115, 
1116. 


d vs. Ga. & Ala. (Ga.) 
Pratt vs. D. & R. G._W. (M ro Re tae Dp. 488. 
—s vs. Am. Ry. Express Co. (Mich.); 


310. 
liff vs. Ft. W. & R. G. (Tex.); p. 121. 
Rattift vs et al. vs. Director Genet (Tex. >3 


tundo vs. Erie (N. Y.); p. 1115. 
Rotun vs. Director Giissened * (Fed. ct.); p. 
671. 


Ss. L. (Ga.); p. 1043. 
ee 4 Gas Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express 


(Texas): p. 1437. 
Collas vs. & N. (Ala.); p. 1377. 
ris Bema oe vs. Director General (Ga. ); 


p. 1043. ’ 
onan Bank vs. D. & H. Co. N. Y.); 
111 


Seale & Jones. vs. St. L. S. W. of Tex. 


8 
Schreiber Niitling and Grain Co. vs. C. G. W. 
(Mo.); 556. 
Schneider” ‘vs. Director General (Neb.); p. 


4, 
Scott vs. Director General (Tex.); pp. 1048, 


enum Farmers’ Oe Gin Co. vs. Western 
Union (Tex.); p. 
Sheehan oo al. vs. M. & St. L. (S. Dak.); 


1558. 
Skyland Hosiery Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express 
Co. (N. C. 09. 


- C.); p. 
Southern Express Co. vs. Couch (Ark.); p. 
1328. 


Standard — Co., Inc., vs Pere Marquette 
ich.); 
Sterling ani, Inc., vs. Saginaw Milling Co. 
(N. C. 237. 


Stern vs. on Ry. Express Co. (N. Y.); 
p. 984. 
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Stillman ‘vs. C. R. I. & P.. (la.); p. 1182. 

—— al. vs. Am, Dict. Tel. Co. (N. Y.); 

sullivan vs. Am. Ry. Express Co. (Mo.); 
pp 

Swindle vs. Western Uni on ‘pte: p. Pe 

Taylor, Geo. P., Co. vs. C. N. & P. 
et al. (Ky.); p. 370. 

Texas Mercantile Co. vs. Director General 
(Tex.); p. 928. 

‘Fhoegpess vs. Panhandle & S. F. (Tex.); 


D. 
A. F., Mfg. Co. vs. C. & O. 


Thompson, 
(W. Va.); p. 725. 

Tomson vs. Ft. W. & D. C. (Tex.); p. 1557. 

Uhrich Mill Work Co., Ltd., vs. Ma: Pac. 
(Kan.); p. 785. 

United Artists’ Corp. vs. Puget Sound Elec- 
tric Ry. (Wash.); p. 556. 

Van Dusen-Harrington Co. vs. Can. Pac. et 
al. (Minn.); p. 427. 

Van Keulen & Winchester Lumber Co. vs. 

& N. E. (Mich.); p. 1437. 

Van Pelt vs. Barrett CN. Y.); p. 1557. 

Wadena, Minn., First Nat’l. Bank vs, Farm- 
ers’ Savings’ Bank of Traer, Ia. (la.); 


p. é 
— et al. vs. Gerlach et al. (Tex.); 
1330. 


Wallace vs. Aan Se (N. Y.); p. 671. 

Warten, H. & L. M., Cotton Co. vs. South- 
ern (Ala.); p. 487. 

Warten, H. & L. M., Cotton Co. vs. West- 
ern Union (Ala.); p. 370. 

Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Anderson 
(Tex.); p. 310. 

= Union vs. Hall (Fed. ct.); pp. 1328, 


beg | Union vs. Honecutt et ux. (Tex.); 

p. 

Western Union vs. Mobley (Tex.); 1183. 

Western Union vs. Oldsmobile gales Co. 
(Tex.); p. 1438. 

Western Union vs. Polick et ux. (Tex.); 
pp. 1493, 1494 

het Co. vs. Director General (Wash.); 


Zirkle vs. Director General (Ind.); p. 928. 
Zuckerbraun et al. vs. Old Dominion Ss. S. 
C. et al. (N. Y.); p. 309. 


Louisiana rates; 779. 

Lumber; Benen 0A rates, etc.; pp. 30, 78, 
125, 194, 250, 308, 360, 428, 486, 5 6, 604, 661, 
670, 746, 791, 796, 932, 988, 1058, 1124, 1140, 
1170, 1198, 1252, 1288, 1313, 1372, 1382, 1456, 
1506, 1576. 

Lust, H. C.; 4. Peetehelte freight claims; p. 374. 

Macomber, L. G.; president Toledo Transpor- 
tation Club; p. 1122. 

— Ww. P.; freight inspection bureau; p. 

a W. P.; transportation education; p. 

o.oo railroad; I. C. C. 
of; pp. 69, 897, 898. 

Markham, Cc, H.: address to Chamoper of 
Commerce of U. S.; p. 1109; address to 
A. R. A.; p. 1492. 

Marine insurance; p. 242. 


investigation 


Masman, H. F., rates on old boilers; p. 1796. 
a E. W.; simplification of tariffs; 


McAdoo, Malcolm Ross; report by; p. 1426. 
McCann, ) a Sake of Montreal and Van- 
couver; p. 1514 


McKeel,’E. C.; the industrial traffic man- 


ager; p. 506. 
McManamy, Frank; interstate commerce 
commissioner; pp. 1152, 1161, 1174, 1247. 


McVann; checking freight bills; Dp. 566; sim- 
plification of tariffs; p. 1047. 
Memphis-Southwestern case; pp. 1376, 1522. 
Merchant marine; American; pp. 23, 24, 74, 
76, 105, 122, 185, 239, 242, 301 (President’s 
message, ete. ), 303, 345, 361, 402, 416. 417, 
465, 466, 496 (bill dies), 498. 542, 543, 616, 
659 (Davis plan), 662, 727, 738, 787, 789, 850, 
851, 913, 914, 1006, 1010, 1112, 1113, 1186, 
1262, 1322, 1380, 1435, 1495, 1554, 1555. (See 
also’ “Shipping Board.’’) 
— George; simplification of tariff; p. 


pp. 548, 663, 


Michod, C. L.; combination loads and deck- 

ing; p. 868. 

Mileage books, railroad; pp. 182. 225, 406, 456, 
464, 605, 610, 648, 667, 704, ee 806, 834, 
850, 909, 938, ‘978 (report of N. LT. L.’com- 
mittee), 994 (order enjoined), 1108, 1204. 

Milk rates, etc.; p. 330. 

a i. C.; simplification of tariffs; p. 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 


Absorption of charges between Croxton and 
gama City; I. and S. 1625; reopened; p. 


—_— railways and rates; 





3 
Anson, Gilkey and Hurd Co. et al. vs. S. 
et al.; case 6490; effective date PRS 


p. 1432. 

Arizona Cattle Growers Assn. vs. & S. 
a et al.; case 12907; report ieee p. 

Arizona Packing Co. vs. Arizona Eastern; 
case 12539; p. 850. 

American National Live Stock Ass’n et al.; 
case 14190; reopened; p. 1432. 

Ballou Brick Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 12708; p. 850. 


Ballou Brick Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. et 
al.; case 12708; order modified, etc.; p. 596. 
Beaumont Chamber of Commerce vs. A. W. 
et al.; case 12740; order modified; p. 15104. 
Boston ‘Wool Trade Ass’n vs. B. & A. hy: al.; 
case 13540; effective date changed; 896. 
Brenner, Fred, Lumber Co., Inc., vs. bs T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 12107; reopened; p. 178. 
Burlington Shippers Ass'n ‘a Ark. Central 

et al.; case 12003; reopened; 

Butterworth-Judson Corp. vs. %. te R. of N. 
J.; case 12831; p. 596. 

Carnegie Steel Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
12420; reopened; p. 779. 

Cedar Rapids Gas Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
case 11289; reopened; p. 973. 

i ee rates; case 8182; reopened; 
p. 4 

Chicago Coal Merchants’ Ass’n vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 11224; reopened; p. 1242. 

Chicago Sewer Pipe Co. vs. C. & E.'I. et al.; 
case 12050; reopened; p. 14. 

Coal from Ky., Tenn. and Va. to northern 
and northwestern points; I. & S. 1558; re- 
opened; p. 3. 

Consolidated Press Ass’n vs. Western 
Union; case 12159; reopened; p. 232. 

Compagnie Axiliare de Chemins de Fer au 
Bresil; case 12876; reopened; p. 1504. 

Cottonseed hull fiber, or shavings; I & S. 
1660; reopened; p. 292. 

Craddock Manufacturing Co. vs N. S.; case 
13482; order modified; p. 1242. 

Davenport Commercial Club Traffic Bureau 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 11788; re- 
opened; p. 850. 

Decker, Jacob E., & Sons vs. C. G. W. et 
ah case 11667; effective date postponed; 


p. 402. 

Decker, Jacob E., & Sons vs. C. G W. 
et al.; case 11667; reopened; pv. 402. 

Donner Steel Co., Inc., vs. D. L. & W. et 
al.; case 10420; reopened; p. 666. 

Douglas Chamber of Commerce Traffic Bu- 
reau et al. vs. Arizona Eastern et al.; 
case 11753; reopened; p. 1166. 

Empire Refineries, Ine., et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; cases 13553 and 13552; re- 


opened; p. 896. 

Explosives, etc.; docket 3666; order modi- 
fied; p. 514. 

Ft. Worth Freight Bureau et al. vs. A. & T. 
et al.; case 10284; order modified; p. 1504. 

Galveston Commercial Ass’n et al. vs. A. 


& pA al.; case 11965; order modified; 
p. 
Goss, M. S., et al. vs. L. V. et al.; case 


12656; order modified; p. 232. 
Haley- Neeley Co. vs. Am. Ry. Express Co.; 
case 12378; reopened; p. 1166 
Hanford Producer Co. et al. 
Lo aa Co.; case 12402; 


vs. Am, Ry. 


‘reopened; p. 
Hollingshead, J. D., vs. N. Y. C.; 
13551; reopened; p. 292. 

Hudson Mule Co. et al. vs. L. & N. et al.; 
cases 9966, 9967, 10090; reopened; p. 1504. 
Indiana rates, fares and charges; case 

11894; reopened; p. 64. 

International Paper Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral; case 12296; reopened; p. 353. 
Indiana rates, fares, and charges; 

11894; reopened; p. 
Indiana rates, fares and charges;2 case 
11894; reopened; p. 1241. es > 


Iowa Malleable Iron Co. vs. A. T. 
case 12330; reopened; p. 1548. . 


case 


case 


et al.; 
Jackson Iron and Steel Co. vs. D. T. 
et al.; case 11598; reopened; p. 850. 
Jackson Traffic Bureau vs, A. & V. et al.; 
case 14245; scope broadened; p. 113. 
Klamath Co. Chamber of Commerce vs. S. 
P.; case 12830; order modified; p. 178. 
Krauss Bros. Lumber Co. vs. A. & M. et al.; 
case 11881; same vs. A. T. & N. et al.; 
case 11881, sub. No. 1; order further 
amended; p. 1166. 
Lehigh Portland Cement Co. vs. Midland 
10422; order 


Continental et al.; case 
modified; p. 353. 

Lumber and timber; interchan “ wees 
on; I. and S. 1304; reopen p. 114. 

Mason City Brick and Tile Co. vs. Director 
General et al.; case 11672; order modified, 
etc,; p. 596. 


Mason City Brick and Tile Co. vs. Director. 


General et al.; case 11672; order modi- 
fied; p. 850. 
Mass. bi Refining Co. vs. B. & A. et al.; 


case 12477; reopened; p. 292. 

Memphis- Southwestern investigation; case 
i related cases; orders amended; 
p. 1. 

Michigan R. R. Co. vs. Pere Marquette et 
al.; case 11980; order modified; p. 536. 
Midiand Linseed’ Products Co. vs. Erie et 

al.; case 12290; reopened; p. 1166. 

Mississippi river crossings; allowance of 
mileage for; case 12478; additional data 
asked for; p. 178. 

Mississippi valley territory; commodity 
rates to and from; fourth sect. order 
7536: p._178. 

Natchez Chamber of Commerce vs. N. & S. 
po al.; ry 12009; additional data asked 
or; p. 

National Paving Brick Mfrs. Ass’n et al. 
vs. A. V. et al.; case 9702; cffective 
date set; p. 665. 

National Paving Brick Manufacturers’ 
Ass’n et al. vs. A. & V. et al.; case 10733; 
order modified; p. 1432. 





Nebraska rates, fares, 
11829; reopened; p. 64. 
N. Y. Dock Railway vs. B. 
case 13010; reopened; p. 114. ¢ 
Ottumwa Chamber of Commerce <t ai. VS. 
A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 12394; p. 1548. 
Outage; operation of parts of I. C. C. regu- 
lations suspended; p. 14. 
Paper, newsprint, from Canada to Nash- 
ville; I. and 1556; reopened; p. 232. 
Parkersburg Rig “and Reel Co. vs. P. R. R. 
et al.; case 13321; order modified; p. 1548. 
Peters Cartridge Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 12593: order set aside; p. 353. 
Pittsburgh Terminal R. R. and Coal Co. vs. 
P. R. R. et al.; case 11253; Mg modi- 
fied; p. 64; orders vacated; 64, 
Port Arthur Chamber of bienerce and 
Shipping vs. T. & Ft. S. et al.; case 


case 
& O. et al; 


and charges; 


11889; reopened; p. 114. 

Portland Traffic ‘and Transportation Ass’n 
S. P.; case 9294; order moditied; p. 
17 


Power brakes and appliances; case 13528; 
reopened; p. 1068. 

S. Dakota Commission vs. A. & W. et al.; 
case 12026; reopened; p. 292. 

S. Dakota Commission vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 12268; order modified; p. 1016. 

S. Dakota Commission vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 12268; effective date postponed; 
p. "1548. 

S. Dakota Commission vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 12268; order amended; p. 1166. 


S. P. ownership of steamship lines; case 
6606; order modified; p. 408. 

Train’ control devices; case 13413; order 
modified; p. 4 

Traphagen, A. H., et al. vs. L. V.; case 


12610; order modified; p. 232. 
United ee and Railways Co. et al. vs. 
- R. I. & P. et al.; case 11289; reopened; 


p. 973. 

U. S. Steel Products Co. vs. A. & V. et al.; 
case 12725; reopened; p. 114. 

West Coast Lumbermen’s Ass’n et al. _ vs. 
B. & A. et al.; case 8819; effective date 
extended; p. 1432. 

Wichita Falls and Southern passenger 
charges; case 14628; investigation insti- 
tuted; p. 434. ° 

Wichita Falls and Southern passenger 
fares and charges; case 14628; order 
amended; p. 665. 


York, Pa., Manufacturers’ Ass’n vs. P. R. 
br et al.; case 11455; order modified; p. 

York, Pa., Manufacturers’ Ass’n vs. P. R. 
e et al; case 11455; order modified; p. 
9 


York, Pa., Manufacturers’ Ass’n vs. P. R. 
R. et al.; case 11455; order modified; p. 


MISCELLANEOUS TRAFFIC DECISIONS. 
Abilene & S. et al. vs. U. S. et al. (Kan.); 
State of, vs. 


p. 1560 
Western Union 
(Ala.); pp. 372, 374. 


Alabama, 
Beckler Produce = vs. Am. Ry. 
Co. (Ark.); p. 
ee et al. om ‘Colorado Commission et 
(Col.); pp. 984, 985. 

B. . M. Auto Freight (state rel.) vs. 
Dept. of Public Works (Wash.); 1378. 
Berthold & Jennings Lumber Co. oa: South- 

ern (Mo.); p. 673. 
Bratton vs. Am. Ry. Express (Ark.); p. 726. 
Carroll-Porter Boiler and Tank Co. vs. Di- 
rector General (Pa.); p. 872. 
California Commission vs. A. T. & S. F., 
F., and Southern Pacific 


Los Angeles & S. 
(Calif.); p. 487. 
Calvert et al. vs. N. Ce; Gp.); ¥ 1438. 
ie ee & Coal oe vs. L. (Fed. 
ce 


City Fuel Go. vs. Director General (Ark.); 
104 


ciift vs. Southern Ry. (Sup. ct.); & 121. 
Detroit hg — % Boyne City, . & A 
(Mich.); p. ; 
Inec., vs. I. C. C. (Fed. 


Donner Steel Co., 

ct.); p. 872. 
Drake vs. Director General (Ga.); p. 1116. 
Emmons Coal Mining Co. et al. vs. N. W. 


Express 


(Fed. ct.); p. 1266. 

Federal Sugar Refining Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
N. Y.); p. 1494. 

Gosho Co., Inc., vs. S. P. ee ct.); p. 673. 

Gulf Refining Co. vs. U. et et.); p 22. 

Hebeler vs. Haely (ican); 2B 372. 

Heilbrunn et al. vs. y. Express Co. 
(N. Y.); p. 1183. 

Henry vs. Boyne City, G. & A (Mich.); 
p. 1046. 

ae ew Co. vs. Director General (N. 
); Pp. ® 

Henry vs. N. Y. C. et al. (N. Y.); p. 985. 

ae eee yi Products Corp. vs. Fargo 

oe BS, Biotor’ Transit Co. vs. Director 
of Public Works of State of Washington 
(Fed. ct.); P. 428. 

ae. hn Cc. & N. W. et al. (U. S. Sup. ct.); 

M. Midland (N. M.); vp. 1494. 


p. 2 
Kinney vs. N. 


Latham-Bradshaw Cotton Co. vs. Director 
General (N. C.); p. 1560. 

Lexington Compress and Oil Mill Co. vs. 
Y. & M. V. (Miss.); pp. 672, 673. 


McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. 


G. N, 
p. 310. 


(Minn.); 





a 


Odell, O. M.; 
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McGirr’s Sons Co. a ee ee CSA; et.) 
oh] vs R. R. (Fed. ct.) 


p. ; 
Ohio Commissi on vs. Akron & B. Belt, C. 


& N. et al. (Ohio); pp. 725, 726. 
Ortega Co. vs. Triay (Fla.): p. 22 


ae vs. Director General (Oregon); 


p. 

Pennsylvania R. R. vs. U. S. (Fed. ct.); 
Pp. 1560. 

a vs. Director General (N. Y.); p. 

Ross, Warren, Lumber Co. vs. N. Y. C. 
(N. Y.); p. 238. 

Ryan, P. A., Lumber Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral (Tex.); p. 985. 

ei F. vs. Mo. Pac. (Ark.); pp. 372, 


"a > * a et al. vs. N. P. et al. (Wash.); 

p. \ 

“a. et ux. vs. Western Union et al. (S. 
ars we 

Southern Architectural Cement Stone Co. 
vs. H. & T. C, (Tex.); pp. 310, $11. 

Southern Coal & Coke Co. vs. C. C. CG. & St. 
L. (Tenn.); p. 985. 


Southern Express Co. et al. vs. Couch 
(Ark.); p._ 1330. 

Standard Oil Co. vs. Director General 
(Mich.); p. 71. 

State Line & S. S. Co. vs. L. V. (Pa.); 


pp. 1559, 1560. 
Tacoma Grain Co. vs. N. P. (Wash.); p. 984. 
bah ee ate of, vs. U. S.; et al. (Fed. ct.); 

p. 

Thompson vs. P. H. Keahon, Inc., et al. 

(N. Y.); p. 487. : 
Timmonsville Oil Co. vs. Director General 

(Fed. ct.); p. 726. 

Trammell et al. vs. A. C. L. (Fed. ct.); pp. 

1438, 1439, 

Tucker vs. St. L.-S. F. (Mo.); p. 1494. 
Washington Department of Public Works 

vs. N. P. (Wash.); p. 556. 

Weehawken, T. P., vs. Public Service Ry. 

Co. (N. J.); p. 310. 


Western Union Telegraph Co. vs. Czizek 
(Fed ct.); p. 1046. 

Westminster National 
(Mass.); p. 1559. 


Weston, Dodson & Co. et al. vs. N. W. (Fed. 


Bank vs. B. M. 


~ --<.)3 Pp. 1266. 


White vs. Southern (Fed. ct.); p. 311. 


Williston Coal & Ice Co. vs. Davis, agent 
(N. D.); p. 71. 


a vs. Am. Ry. Express Co. (N. Y.); p. 
Young vs. Director General (Tex.); p. 985. 


Mississippi-Warrior service; pp. 14, 346, 401, 
427, 570, 666, 740, 820, 864, 919, 1210, 1264. 


. National Association of Manufacturers; p. 1200. 


National Industrial Traffic League; pp. 320, 
909 (meeting at Dallas), 975 (meeting at 
Dallas). 

Naval stores; rates on; pp. 243, 415. 

Nebraska class rates; p, 736. 

New England divisions; p. 71. 

New England railroad conditions; p. 184. 

New Jersey Industrial Traffic League; p. 1054. 

New Orleans Industrial Canal; p. 948. 

New York Barge Canal; pp. 756, 1326. 

er C, Chicago terminal; pp. 842, 1068, 1244, 

New York Dock Railway divisions; p. 330. 

New York port terminals; pp. 178, 427, 496, 
570, 607, 797, 858, 1051, 1218, 1249, 1264, 1552. 

as + + Ae shippers’ conference; pp. 632, 936, 


Newton, Congressman C. A.; address to U. S. 
Chamber of Commerce; p. 1120. 

Norwegian claims against U. S.; p. 42. 

Ocean Traffic; pp. 296, 297, 363, 365, 417, 498, 
649, 731, 787, 852, 853, 916, 926 (carriage of 
goods by sea act), 1132, 1286, 1334, 1338, 1378, 
1497, 1555. (See “Shipping Board.’’) 

Ocean freight rates; pp. 75, 186, 240, 241, 242, 
303, 306, 417, 544, 546, 661, 732, 790, 853, 862, 
1004, 1051, 1126, 1128, 1130, 1188, 1264, 1334, 
1381, 1435. (See also ‘“‘intercoastal trade’”’ 
and “Shipping Board.’’) 

why an express company? p. 86. 

Operating statistics; pp. 28, 136, 245, 484, 782, 
1064, 1246, 1564. 

Outage, inflammable, rule; pp. 88, 712. 

Packing for export; pp. 75, 77, 126, 240, 502, 
662, 1052, 1188, 1334, 1436, 1446. 


Panama Canal; pp. 77, 187, 296, 299, 303, 365, 


790, 791, 1051, 1126, 1556. 

Paper; rates.on, etc.; pp. 117, 502. 

Passes, railroad; pp. 952, 1321. 

Passenger service jurisdiction; p. 1580. 

Peoria-Pekin switching case; pp. 118, 160, 176, 
230, 282, 307, 354, 490 (decision of court at 
Peoria), 1117, 1364, 1547. 

Perishable freight claims; pp. 195, 354, 374, 
504, 568, 605. 

Petroleum rates, etc.; pp. 67, 465, 
1051, 1138, 1340, 1363. 

Pike, W. C.; transportation education; p. 191. 

“ee loss and damage prevention; 
p. 50. 

Pipe lines; p. 308, 388, 913. 

Pirie, C. B.; claim prevention; p. 607. 

Pittsburg Terminal R. R. & Coal Co. vs. P. 
R. R. et al.; case 11253; P. R. R. applies for 
injunction; p. 14. * 

Poindexter resolution for I. C. C. report as to 
adequacy of transportation facilities in N. 
W. Pacific states; p. 200. 

Politics and rates; p. 912. 

Pool cars; p.p. 183, 1111. 


638, 974, 


Progressives in congress; pp. 9, 26. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


Port differential case; pp. 618, 713, 843, 1250. 

Ports, U. S.; foreign commerce through; pp. 
297, 662, 791. 

Postal service, etc.; pp. 42, 144, 424, 446, 452, 
495, 564, 574, 585, 634, 649, 663, 684, 750, 884, 
1008, 1070, 1334, 1394, 1524. 

Potatoes; rates on, etc.; pp. 480, 1454. 

Powell, T. C.; unfair truck contract; p. 1536. 

Presidential power over rates; p. 233. 


Pretty, R. K.; a. g. f. a. Great Northern; p. 
1445. 

Price regulation; p. 225. 

Procedure, short, in formal cases; pp. 192, 
692, 1208. 


Proportional rates; p. 1040. 

Public relations of carriers; p. 1247. 
“education.”’ 

Pullman surcharge; pp. 864, 909, 1234, 1491. 


See also 


Alternative rate based on valuation; duty of 
= to call to shippers’ attention; p. 
626. 

Application of rates; pp. 384, 514, 1078. 

Application of local rates where lower than 
proportional rates; p. 812. 

Application of rates under intermediate 
clause which carries no restriction in 
routing; p. 436. 

Bill of lading; C. L. shipment must be cov- 
ered by only one; p. 1076. ’ 

Bill of lading; duty of carrier to furnish; 


Bills of lading, order, for switch movements; 


Bill = * eae signature of carrier’s agent; 

p. 5 

Carload rate for carload service; pp. 676, 938. 

Cars; duty of carrier to furnish; p. 114 

Cars, furnishing of; carrier entitled to rea- 
sonable time; p. 1080. ; 

os suitable; duty of carrier to furnish; p. 


Cash discount in adjusting claims; p. 1404. 

Charges, freight; limitation governing action 
by carriers; p. 880. 3 

Claims; notice to one of several connecting 
carriers is notice to all; pp. 1516, 1191, 1072. 

Claims, notice of; condition precedent to 
bringing action; p. 1402. 

es constitutionality of section 206; p. 


Claims, notice of, as respects intrastate ship- 
ments; p. 1586. 

Claims, notice of; amendment on account of 
error does not bar recovery: p. 678 

Claims, notice of; filing of; p. 624. 

Claim; state statute requiring payment or 
rejection of within 90 days; p. 440. 

Class rate; establishment of commodity rate 
removes application of; p. 208. 

Classification; distinction between ratings on 
“a movables and household goods; 

. 1468. 

Classification rules; articles over 22 feet long 
and too long to be loaded through side door 
without use of end openings; p. 572. 

Classification; specific rating takes prece- 
dence over general rating: p. 512. : 

Classification rules; mixed shipments, appli- 
cation of Rule 10 to articles individually 
subject to Rule 34; p. 438. 

Classification rules; penalty charge for fail- 
ure in bill of lading to show that packing 
ee have been complied with; p. 


Coal, loss of; liability of carrier for; p. 1348. 

Coal unloaded from car because of weight 
limit of bridge; payment for; p. 1276. 

Coal; transfer of in transit; duty of carrier 
to use same type of equipment; p. 940. 

Collection of freight charges from consignor; 
p. 1584 

Combination rates; rate applicable when 
not all locals are subject to Jones’ tariff 
338, 1. .¢.:C., .U, 8. isp. 1518, 1520. 

Combination freight and baggage car ser- 
vice; basis for charges; p. 1518. 

Combination rates; rate applicable when not 
all locals are subject to Jones’ tariff 228, 
sie Co, UO. So: ks. p. 1408. 

Combination rates; basis of constructing 
when both class and commodity factors 
are used; p. 680. 

Combination rates; through rates in excess 
of; p. 676. 

Combination rates; commodity rate factor to 
basing point and minimum class rate factor 
beyond; p. 444. 

Combination rates; refunds under Sligo Iron 
Store case; p. 208. 

Combination rates; application of -Kelly’s 
combination rule; p. 208. 

Combination rates; construction of; p. 152. 

Combination rates applied to shipments re- 
—— and back-hauled; Kelly’s rules; 
p. 44, 

Combination, lowest, of locals applicable in 
absence of joint through rate; p. 510. 

Commerce, interstate or foreign; what con- 
stitutes; p. 314. 

Commodity rates, specific, take precedence 
over exceptions to classification; p. 444. 

Complaint, prosecution of before I. C. C. held 
in abeyance pending decision in another 
case; p. 442. 

Condition of goods; effect of recital in bill 
of lading; p. 628. 

Container conforming to commodity descrip- 
tion; penalty for nou using; p. 628 








Conversion; mitigation of damage by return 
or recovery of goods; p. 266. 

Cummins amendment; application to ship- 
ments from Canada to U. S.; p. 1272. 

Cummins amendment; application of, to ship- 
ments from Canada to U. S.; p. 1076. 

Cummins amendment; application of ship- 
ments from Canada to U. S.; P. 878. 

Damages for negligence by telegraph com- 
pany; p. 1588. 

erage offsetting, against freight charges; 
Pp. 2 

Damaged goods; duty of consignee to accept; 
p. . 

——— goods; duty of consignee to accept; 
Pp. . 

Damages; recovery when resulting from ac- 
ceptance of shipment to point against 
which embargo exists; p. 1520. 

Damages resulting from carrier’s acceptance 
of shipment to point against which em- 
bargo exists; p. 1586. 

Damages, special; manner of giving notice 
Oe eae in order to hold carrier for; p. 


Damages; interest in value of shipments de- 
layed in transit; p. 1466. 

ange carrier liable for full amount; p. 

Damages; measure of; p. 1194. 

Damages; measure of, for delay; p. 1192. 

Damages; incidental expenses; p. 1190. 

Damages; delay in transportation; p. 1078. 


Damages; delay in transit; pp. 1078, 944. 
Damages; measure of, for delay; p. 626. 
Damages; measure of; pp. 512, 386, 156. 


Damages, special; liability of carrier; p. 438. 

Damages for conversion of coal; p. 152. 

Damages from misbilling as gasoline car 
containing kerosene; p. 152. 

Damnee: deduction of freight charges; p. 


Delay; liability of carrier for; p. 1274. 

Delay of car in transit; duty of carrier to 
furnish record; p. 876. 

Delay; measure of damages; freight charges 
duplicate shipment, and expenses in locat- 
ing delayed shipment; p. 816. 

Delay; effect of notice to shipper of prob- 
able delay; p. 624. 

~~ eed of consignee to accept shipment; 
p. a 

Delay; where caused by strike; liability of 
carrier; p. 264. 

Delay; effect of notice to shipper of probable 
delay; p. 262. ¢ 

Delivery, terminal, must be specified; p. 752. 

Delivery, wrongful; liability on draft to 
holder of bill of lading does not authorize 
recovery from carrier for, without surren- 
der of bill of lading; p. 628. 

Delivery on private tracks; liability of car- 
rier; p. 514. : 

a of freight at non-agency stations; 
Pp. 3 

Demurrage—bunching; p. 1516. 

Demurrage—bunching—claims for; p. 1520. 

Demurrage; private car; p. 1146. 

Demurrage; free time on car partly un- 
— then reloaded and forwarded; p. 

Demurrage, refund of, as result of refusal of 
damaged shipment; p. 882. 

Demurrage; free time on cars partly un- 
— then reloaded and forwarded; p. 
14, 

Demurrage; extension of time account frozen 
shipment; p. 752. 

Demurrage; charges must be assessed when 
delivery is prevented by inability to re- 
ceive cars; p. 630. 

Demurrage; free time on cars partly _un- 
saaend, then reloaded and reforwarded; p. 
572. 

Demurrage when goods are attached and 
sold by sheriff; p. 210. 

Demurrage; constructive placement; p. 94. 

Demurrage; reasonableness of charge under 
federal control; p. 94. ; 

ee free time for inspection on hay; 
p. 92. ‘ 

Demurrage charges; liability of consignee; 

. 90. 

paaervone: cars held under load awaiting 
lifting of embargo; p. 46. I 5 

Description of commodity in bill of lading; 

. 152. 

lao unreasonable, of tank cars; lia- 
bility of carrier for rental; p. 880. | 

Different rates from different voints in 
same switching limits; p. 878. 

Director General and carriers; p. 1074. 

Discrimination; p. 154. Let 2 

Distribution of cars; damages for discrimi- 
nation in; p. 880. 

Diversion privilege lost because of erroneous 
billing; p. 436. 

Diversion: duty of carrier to deliver at point 
to which diverted; p. 150. i 

Drayage; no recovery where shipment ac- 
cepted at point short of destination; p. 
1404. 

Duplicate shipment; charges on; p. 384. 

Equalization rule; use of Chicago or other 
combinations to and from Missouri River 
points when routed via Miss. River; p. 208. 

Equipment; hire of; p. 752. Rise 

Equipment, open top; shipments in; liability 
of carrier; p. 752. 

Express shipments; 
acceptance; p. 942. 

Express shipment; delivery of at/non-agency 
station; p. 436. 


examination of before 
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Express shipment; delivery of at non agency 
station; p. 150. 

Export traffic; application of through do- 
mestic rate vs. combination of domestic 
and export rate; p. 940. 

= in transit; basis for charge; p. 


Fire; liability of owner of side track for 
loss to carrier’s cars; p. 1146. 

F. O. B. in-contract of sale; passage of title 
as affected by term; p. 1466. 

F. O. B.; passage of title as affected by 
term in contract of sale; p. 940. 

Full capacity; shipments loaded to; L. C. L. 
vr ot L. rates on; application of Rule 16; 

Ice; right of shipper to ice remaining in 
bunkers; p. 442. 

Incidental transportation charges; liability of 
consignee; p. 264. 

Inspection, unauthorized; liability of carrier 
for permitting; p. 680. 

Inspection of car before loading; duty of 
shipper; p. 212. 

Intermediate carrier; liability of; p. 1468, 

— rate on intrastate shipment; p. 


—_a for damage from rough handling; 


Liability for demurrage from delay resulting 
from carriers’ failure to notify customs of- 
fice of arrival at port of entry of perish- 
able shipment on Sunday; p. 1689. 

Liability for expense of transferring con- 
tents of bad order car; p. 1520. 

a for injury from defective cars; p. 


Liability for loss from tank cars; p. 1020. 
— for loss through mobs or riots; p. 


Liability for transferring shipment that has 
shifted in transit; p. 314. 

Liability for unauthorized use of shipper’s 
tank car; p. 436. 

Liability of carrier for damage for failure 
to furnish switching service in working 
hours; p. 1520. 

Liability of carrier after cars have been 
Placed on private side tracks; p. 1406. 
Liability of carrier for loss of goods await- 
A removal from public team track; p. 

Liability of carrier for improper loadin 
Shipper; p, 1189. wave Had 

Liability of carrier for goods after cars have 

_ _ been placed on private side tracks; p. 1148. 

Liability of carrier for delay in investigating 
claim that resulted in shipper losing right 

4 es p. 628. 
iability of carrier for breaka i 
blocks; p. 1584. = ro 

Liability of carrier for permitting unau- 
thorized inspection; p. 208. 

Liability of carriers for drayage resulting 
from delivery at agency station—prepaid 
~~ consigned to non-agency station; 

Liability of carrier for expense of resorting 
Shipments; p. 90. 

Liability of consignee for freight charges; 
Pp. 1348, 814, 262, 264, 1278. 

Liability of consignor for through freight 
charges; p. 818. 

Liability of consignor for freight charges; 
‘Pp. 682, 512, 384, 266, 150, 1586, 92 

Liability of owner of industry track for in- 
jury to employe of carrier; p. 266. 

Liability of vessel owner for delay; p. 624, 

Limitations; provisions applicable to action 
for demurrage on Illinois intrastate traf- 
fic; p. 1464. 

Limitation; action begun and _ dismissed 
without concluding merits; p. 1402. 

Loading, improper; liability of carrier: for 
damages resulting from; p. 680. 

Loss of coal between mine and scales; lia- 
bility of carrier; p. 814. 

Lumber; exemption of from commodities 
clause; p. 264. 

Marking; liability for forwarding contrary 
to marks on package; p. 264. 5 

—_— in transit on combination rates; p. 


Minimum charge; basis for; p. 1520. 

Minimum weight in excess of amount that 
can be loaded in car; p. 1516. 

Minimum weight applicable to L. C. L. ship- 
ment tendered for trap car movement 
when carload rate is applied as maxi- 

Minienses sabe, cenese 
Ti m rate, specific; increase in, 4 3 
26, 1920; p. 8g0.- Pee F anes 

Minimum weight in excess of amount that 
can be loaded into car furnished; p. 44. 

newman of rate; liability of carrier; p. 


ee Standard vs. differential routes; 

Misrouting; loss of reconsigning privilege at 
joint through rates, due to carrier’s fail- 
ure to forward via cheapest route; p. 313. 

Misrouting and settlement of charges be- 
tween carriers; p. 206. 

Misrouting; shipper charged with knowledge 
of rates and reuting; p. 44. 

Mississippi River crossings, East; points 
included in term; p. 680. 

Missionary rates; p. 510. 

Mixed carload under Rule 10; p. 154. 


Mixed shipment, under Rule 10; articles sub- 


ject to Rule 34; p. 1192. 





Notice of arrival or constructive placement 
not necessary when shipper has actual 
knowledge; p. 1190. 

Notice of claim; time must be filed; p. 1192. 

Notice; necessity for filing; P- 1076. 

a damages against freight charges; 
p. a 

Order notify bill of lading, surrender of, on 
i. for delivery by switching line; 


Overcharges mooring as result of insuffi- 
cient payment; p. 1402. 
ae nag : claims; application of Section 


16; p. 12 

Overuhntge claims; documents necessary to 
support; p. 1072. 

Overcharges; limitation on; p. 1074. 

Overcharge; limitations as to collection by 
— before I. C. C. or suit in court; 
p. é 

Overcharges; time within which to bring 
action; p. 1404. 

ata ge time within which to file suit; 
p. 5 

Overcharge; time to file suit; p. 510. 

Overcharge; time to file suit; p. 624. 

Overcharge; time to file suit; p. 312. . 

Overcharges; voluntary refund where claim 
presented within two years; p. 1402. 

Overcharge; voluntary refund where claim 
is not presented within two years; p. 1074. 

Overcharge; voluntary refund where claim 
not presented within two years; p. 878. 

Perishable freight; definition of term as 
used in embargo notice; p. 940. ; 

Perishable freight; definition of term as used 
in embargo notices; p. 814. 

Perishable freight; definition of form as used 
in embargo Note A; p. 624. 

— goods; liability for damage to; p. 


Perishable goods awaiting delivery; duty of 
carrier to a p. 816. 

Placement of cars on team tracks; expenses 
resulting from delay not chargeable to 
carrier; p. 1276. 

Proportional rate, establishment of, removes 
application of local rate from same _ point 
and precludes use of lower combination of 
locals over other junctions or rating 
points; p. 1464. 

Rate in effect date shipment received appli- 
cable thereto; p. 1404. 

Rate applicable via route of movement must 
be assessed by carrier; p. 1348. 

Rate applicable under Rule 15.to shipment 
= to carrier at its warehouse; p. 

Rate; misquotation of; p. 938. 

Rates,, L. C. C., vs. C. L., on shipments 
loaded to full capacity; Rule 15, Consoli- 
dated Classification; p. 438. 

Rate; application of where routing is unre- 
stricted; p. 210. 

— to defeat lawful through rate; p. 


Reconsigning order containing route and 
rate that does not apply via that or any 
other route; duty of carrier; p. 1516. 

Reconsignment vs. reshipment; p. 1588. 

Reconsignment vs. reshipment; p. 1466. 

Reconsigning privilege lost due to failure to 
follow routing instructions, but shipment 
acaeees at original billed destination; p. 


Reconsigning order containing route and 
rate not applying via that or any other 
route; duty of carrier; p. 1406. 

Recess charges; liability of consignee; 
p. 1 ‘ 

ee order-notify shipments; p. 


Reconsignment; rate in effect date shipment 
leaves point of origin governs movement 
to destination; p. 514. 

Reconsignment; application of rate from 
point of origin through reconsigning point 
back to original destination on shipment 
recalled; p. 386. 

Reconsignment; shipment moving to original 
destination, thence reoseee back to 
intermediate point—application of mini- 
mum class rate in connection with com- 
bined or continuous through movement; 
Dp. & 

Reconsignment rules; application of rate 
from origin through reconsigning point 
back to original destination on shipment 
recalled; p. 210. 

Reconsigning; liability of shipper; p. 154. 

Reconsinging instruction from other than 
owner of goods; liability of carrier for ac- 
cepting; p. 944. 

cama” ciaae cost of ice basis for charge; 
Pp 


Refrigeration: duty of carrier to provide 
proper facilities for protection of perish- 
able shipments; p. 1588. 

Refrigeration; no charge when L. C. L. 
shipments move in quantities of 15,000 
pounds; p. 154. 

Refrigeration; duty of carrier to protect 
shipment in transit; p. 944. 

Refusal of goods by consignee; rights of 
carrier, consignor and consignee; p. 1274. 

Reparation on shipment moving between 
date fixed by carrier for revision of rates 
and date of I. C. C. order requiring estab- 
lishment of rates: p. 1468. 

a under Sligo Iron Store decision; 
D. a 

Reparation; not recoverable where no find- 
ing made as to past shipments; p. 1276. 





Reparation claims as affected by Section 
206-F; p. 510. 

Reparation; long and short haul provision 
of Section 10; p. 442. 

Reparation claims; Section 206, F; p. 312. 

Return of goods, unauthorized, by express 
company; p. 626. 

Reweighing of shipments; p. 158. 

Routing; when rate and route in bill of 
lading not applicable over route of receiv- 
ing carrier; p. 1584. : 

Routing; carrier must observe shipper’s 
routing, when complete; p. 1588. 

Routing: duty of carrier when bill of lading 
instructions do not specify ‘complete rout- 
se 2 a ti f carriers’ conven 

Routing; application of Cc - 
— a where tariff carries specific 
routing; p. 1468. ; 

Routing; terminal delivery must be speci- 
fied; p. 1404. 

Routing; duty of carrier when bill of lading 
does not specify complete routing; Dp. 1348. 

Routing; liability for forwarding, without 
instructions from shipper, over higher 
rated route, shipment routed via em- 
bargoed route; p. 1348. 

Routing; joint vs. combination rate; p. 1346. 

Routing; lower rate via another route; p. 
1192 


Routing; duty of carrier to forward via 
cheapest route; p. 1191. 

Routing; joint vs. combination rate; p. 1190. 

Routing; application of tariff files when 
routing is unrestricted; p. 1190. 

Routing; ge between marks and bill of 
lading; p. 1189. % 

Routing: delegation of authority by shipper; 
p. 1146. 3 

Routing; carrier not liable when shipper 
authorizes diversion from embargoed to 
unembargoed route; p. 1076. 

Routing; joint rate vs. combination rate; Dp. 
1022 


Routing; conflict between marks and desti- 
nation shown in bill of lading; p. 942. 

Routing; duty of carrier to forward by 
cheapest route; p. > 

Routing: duty of carrier where instructions 
are incomplete; p. 816. : 

Routing; unless restricted rates in tariff ap- 
ply via lines of all carriers party to; D. 
752. 

Routing; no duty on carrier to advise ship- 
per of lower rate on aother line; p. 752. 

Routing instructions; duty of carrier to ob- 
serve; p. 752. 

Routing; terminal delivery must be speci- 
fied if desired; p. 574. ; 
Routing; rate in bill of lading determines 
route in absence of instructions; p. 574. 
Routing; application of combination rate 
made over one gateway or junction point 
to shipment moving via another; p. 510. 
Routing; all rail vs. rail and water; p. 440. 
Routing; terminal delivery must be speci- 

fied; p. 262. 

Routing; carrier not liable for misroute in 
not turning shipment over to intermediate 
carrier when lines in bill of lading make 
through route; p. 208. . 

Routing; ‘“‘car-ferry’’ route included in all- 

a een Pe 156. 
outing; p. 46. : 3 

Rule 10, Gonsolidated Classification; appli- 
cation of; pp. 1028, 1272. 

Security in event of loss of order bill of 
lading; p. 436. S 

Shipper’s load and count; p. 1076. 

Shipper’s load and count; p. 1072. 

Spotting; allowance for drayage on o& ia» 
shipment improperly spotted; p. 1146. 

Spotting; allowance for; p. 210. 

State vs. interstate rates; p. 1020. 

State vs. interstate shipments; p. 626. 

State vs. interstate traffic; rail movement 
following coastwise movement of water; 

. 440. 

state s. interstate traffic; p. 1586. 

State vs. interstate shipments; p. 150. 

Stoppage in transitu; p. 1272. 

Stoppage in transitu; p. 1080. 

Stoppage in transit; p. 676. : 

Storage and freight charges; owner liable 
for when amount realized from sale is 
less than charges; p. 440. 

Strike; delay caused by; liability of car- 
rier; p. 1346. : 

Strike; liability of carrier for delay; pp. 812, 
814 


Switch movement, transportation charges 
for, for purposes of completing loading of 
car; p. 1466. eh , 

Switching charges in addition to road haul 
rate; p. 1408. 

Switching line; liability for loss or damage; 


. 1148. 

switch track, repayment by carrier on ac- 
count of, by allowance on each C. L. 
shipped; p. 880. 

Switching line; liability of for loss or dam- 
age; p. 676. 


*Switching service; definition of; p. 208. 


Suit; time within which to file; p. 1404. 

Suits as to shipments during federal con- 
trol; time to file; p. 1276. 

Suits; time within which to file; p. 812. 

a loss, damage, or delay; time to file; 
Pp. 3 \ 

Suits for damage against carriers; party in 
whose name may be brought; p. 512. 

Suits for damages; party in whose name to 
bring; p. 311. 





eee 


a 
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Quirk, chief exa 


Radio; talk by Howard Elliott: p. 3 
Railroads as buyers; p. 564. ius ec 


=a Business Association; bulletins, ete.; 
Railway mail pay: p. 1352. 

Rate committee dockets, etc.; p. 425 
Rate construction and tariffs 
Rea, 


Recapture of earnings; see “excess earnings.” 
Reconsignment; report of N. I. T 


Reese: regulation to cover destruction of; 


Reduced freight cost . 
Reduced -- D 1562. 1366 


Reeves, Alfred 


Suits; time within which to file; p. 156. 


— cars; unreasonable detention of; p. 


Tariff interpretation; two for one rule in 
furnishing cars; p. 1518. 

Tariff interpretation; equalization of loaded 
Fi empty mileage on private cars; p. 


Tariff” interpretation; distinction between 
rules 5 B and 64; Circular 18A; p. 940. 
bony A {nterpretation; conflicting provisions; 
Tariff interpretation; equalization of loaded 
and A ented mileage on private tank cars; 


Pp. 572. 

Tariff interpretation; effect of rate publica- 
tion in tariff from and to points named in 
tariff, but which are not indexed; p. 572. 

Tariff interpretation; intermediate applica- 
tion cannot be used when all through 
rates from point of origin are cancelled; 


p. a 
Tariff interpretation; application of com- 
modity differentials to Mississippi River 
in basing through rates to Texas; p. 206. 
Tariff interpretation; lowest combination 
rates applicable only in absence of joint 


through rates or prescribed basis for mak- 
ing combination rates; p. 206. 


Tariff interpretation; classification ratings; 
specific ratings take precedence over gen- 
eral; p. $16. 

Tariffs furnished to shippers; express and 
Postage charges; p. 312. 

Telegraph company; liability to receiver of 
message for error; p. 678. 

Tender of freight charges when amount of 
damage exceeds charges; p. 1516. 

Terminal facilities; duty of carriér to switch 
oP car shipments for competing lines; p. 


Through rate 
ates; p. 1402. 

Through domestic rate, application of, vs. 
combination of domestic and export rate 
to export traffic; p. 816. 

Tolerance allowance; p. 812. 

Tolerance; damage deduction for; p. 442. 

aw acknowledgment of by carrier; 


vs. combination of intermedi- 


Dp. 


Transit arrangements; retroactive applica- 


tion of; p. 942 


Transit privile eS; righ - 
Soden eee ght of shipper to de 


Transit privileges; application of; p. 1191. 
Transit privilege, loss of, ratified by accept- 
ance and unloading of shipment; p. 208. 

Two for one rule; application of; Pp. 680. 


Undercharges; ti i i 
cnn a oa; me within which to bring 


. 11 
Unieschatens: time to file action on intra- 
state traffic; p. 1189. 
Undercharges; claims on shipments moving 
‘in period of federal control; p. 1078. 
Undercharges; limitation governing suits 
for collection of director general: p. 1076. 
Undercharges; limitation governing suits by 
carriers and director general: p. 944, 
Emeerenarees: — > a suit: p. 944, 
arges; time to bring acti i ~ 
State traffic; p. 938 xi ij seapne 


Undercharges: ti * withi i 
ection of aia. me within which to bring 


Undercharges; limitations governi 
for collection; p. 880 governing suits 


Undercharges; limitations applicable: p. 814. 


Undercharges; time withi 

ee n which to bring 
Uaderenengen; ioe to ae suit; p. 624. 

charges; time i 

aah: P. eee w n which to bring 
— et time within which to bring 
Unloadi g cars to release equipment: 43 
Untreated rates in the southoust: Dp. ‘510. . 
Valuatio 


nm charges; collection of b 
company; p. 266. irr: cae 


Warehouseman; liability of carrier that of, 
after expiration of free time: p. 1346. 

Warehouseman; liability of carrier as; p. 680. 

Water vs. water and rail route; Pp. 682. 


Water carriers; application of section 20; p. 
Welghing of shipments at destination; p. 


Weights; scale vs. estimated; p. 314. 





miner, resigns; pp. 1122, 1162. 


; 978° 
I. T. L. committee). Pe 


- aaeeate annual report to stockholders; 


tee: pp. 975, 980 er 


Pp. 


ra , 84, 
ck, inte eee, 1600. 
; addres - 
tion Club; p.’ 380, Ss to Detroit Transporta 


Regulation, sane; p. 566. 


Released rates; pp. 1042, 1058, 1148. 
_ Reparation: pp. 18, 1305, 1376. 1572, 1574. 
Revenue; distribution of; p. 806. 


Revenue, railroad; for 1922, p. 26; for Novem- 


ber, pp. 26, 30, 56; December, pp. 328, 382; 


Roberts, G. 


=" T. L.; traffic department economy; p. 


Routing for cost reduction; p. 1450. 
Rules of practice; taking of depositions; p. 


Sargent, F. W.; address to Junior Traffic 
Sargent, F. W.; address to Illinois bankers; p. 
Scott, W. R.; railroad consolidation; p. 1389. 


Seattle switching charges; p. 124. 
Securities; petitions for permission to issue, 






Service on Director General; Whalen Paper 


Pp. . 
Shipbuilding; American and world; pp. 243, 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 





1922, pp. 382, 483; January, pp. 560, 632, 686; 
February, pp. 800, 934; March, pp. 1108, 1214; 
April, pp. 1326, 1362, 1458 


Rivers and harbors; pp. 123, 187, 243, 295, 


361, 416, 570, 740, 1014. 


E.; address to Chicago Traffic 
Club; p. 193. 


Robinson, Senator; speech in Senate; p. 562. 
Roth, J. C.; resignation of; succeeded by W. 


P. Bartel; pp. 692, 769. 


144. 
League of Pittsburgh; p. 193. 


etc.; pp. 24, 34, 36, 42, 58, 64, 68, 82, 88, 90, 
142, 146, 180, 182, 202, 204, 212, 216, 250, 254, 
272, 286, 290, 316, 326, 328, 360, , 388, 400 
428, 432, 452, 456, 480, 484,, 502, 506, 508, 516, 
518, 536, 540, 558, 596, 607, 614, 632, 634, 636, 
638, 663, 666, 690, 692, 723, 724, 738, 748, 754, 
758, 784, 794, 796, 810, 818, 820, 822, 824, 882, 
884, 886, 925, 946, 952, 962, 981, 982, 985, 988, 
1010, 1016, 1018, 1022, 1066 1080, 1082, 1098, 
1106, 1124, 1136, 1140, 1144, 1148, 1150, 1162, 
1180, 1204, 1208, 1214, 1216, 1248, 1259, 1268, 
1292, 1313, 1316, 1321, 1326, 1334, 1340, 1342, 
1344, 1350, 1368, 1376, 1383, 1386, 1416, 1432, 
1440, 1470, 1472, 1497, 1502, 1504, 1506, 1510, 
1512, 1524, 1560, 1566, 1568, 1580, 1588, 1590. 


tS. 


—_ Te Mills, Ltd., vs. Director General; 


366, 788, 790, 851, 1053, 1435, 1497. 
Shipping act; p. 123. 


Abolition of; King bill; p. 541. 

Appointment to and personnel of; pp. 77, 
125, 187, 850, 915, 998 (Lasker resigns), 
1014, 1053, 1097, 1126 (Farley appointed 
chairman), 1187, 1264, 1265, 1334, 1436, 1462. 

Appropriations; pp. 74, 125, 190, 1263. 

Buchanan; reconditioning of; pp. 1128, 1188. 

Charter rates; p. 620. 

Cee: pp. 75, 77, 124, 366, 500, 616, 1265, 

Consolidation of services; p. 1004. 

Cooperation of rail and ship lines; p. 545. 

Cotton; movement of; pp. 243, 548, 1187. 

Engine equipment of vessels; pp. 75, 866. 

Eyropean activities; p. 240. 

Financial operations; pp. 546, 915, 1008. 

Fleet, status of; pp. 187, 366, 502, 622, 732. 

Foreign commerce; pp. 297, 363, 620. 

German exchange; p. 241 

German ships; PD. 190. 

Idle ships; p. 296. 

Insurance agency; p. 363. 

Intercoastal rates and trade; pp. 23, 364, 
542, 1000, 1053, 1263. 

Investigation of; p. 365. 

King, Senator; resolution for report: p. 23. 

Lake rates; p. 1186. 

Leviathan, the; pp. 77, 306, 663, 866, 950, 
1008, 1132, 1265, 1433, 1497. 

Liquor on ships; pp. 416, 1265. 

Loans for construction of vessels; pp. 1263, 
1382, 1496. 


Merchant marine; pp. 24, 124, 498, 542, 543, y 


616. 618, 659, 727, 787, 850, 913, 914, 998, 
1049, 1161, 1380, 1433, 1495, 1555. 

Navigation law codification; p. 243. 

Ocean commerce and rates; pp. 76, 123, 187, 
416, 546, 548, 618, 1434. 

Oil contract; pp. 124, 1497. 

Oil shipments; p. 500. - 

Pacific coast rates; p. 190. 

Pacific service; PD. 1338. 

Philippine service; pp. 75, 365, 418. 

Port charges; p. 843 

Prayer books on ships; p. 58. 

Reconditioning of vessels; pp. 418, 622. 

Salaries, etc.; p. 124. 

Sales of ships and materials; pp. 77, 124, 
186, 187, 243, 302, 303, 364, 418, 544, 546, 
548, 622, 662, 663, 732, 789, 791, 853, 876, 
913, 934, 998, 1010, 1053, 1130, 1144, 1262, 
1264, 1332, 1334, 1381, 1433, 1497, 1555. 

Silk; movement of; p. 243. 

Standardization of ship equipment; p. 500. 

Status of U. S. vessels abroad; p. 1002. 

Stevedore charges; p. 239. 

Tramp vessels; pp. 124, 300, 363. 

Transfer of vessels to foreign flags; pp. 789, 
851, 916, 917, 1004. 

Vessels; allocation of; p. 24. 

Wages, pp. 363, 884, 990, 1052, 1132, 1187, 
1264, 1497. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS. 


Ainsworth Coal & Iron Co. vs. (Fed. Ct.); 
pp. 1330, 1332. 

Agei, Nehalem S. S. Co. et. al. vs. Ak- 
tiesilskabet Aggi et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 23. 

Barton, E. J., Lighterage Co., Inc., vs. La 
Becque Co., Inc. (N. Y.); p. 727. 

Beaumont Export and Import Co. vs. N. Y. 
& Cuba Mail S. S. Co.. (Fed. Ct.); p. 927. 

Blandon, the (Fed. Ct.); p. 1439. 

Blythe, Greene, Jourdain & Co., Inc., vs. 
Panama R. R. (Fed. Ct.); p. 787. 

Borden vs. Lindholm (Fed. Ct.); Dp. 986. 
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Bullard, the Addison E. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1489. 
Charlotte, the (N. Y.); p. 558. 
Conklin & Foss Co. vs. New Haven Trap 
Rock Co. (Fed. Ct.); B 672. 
Conrad et al. vs. C. M. S. S. Co. et al; the 
Magattan (Fed. Ct.); p. 1494. 
Crossett-Western Lumber Co. vs. Sudden 
and Christenson (Fed. Ct.); p. 1045. 
Crowe, the, G. R. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1332. 
— es ye ag hey A Ct.); p. 726. 
Dondo, the . ¥.); D. A 
Dowlin et al. vs. panhandle Grain & Ele- 
vator Co. (Tex.); p. 786. 
Emory vs. Cudle et al. (N. C.); p. 786. 
Ft. Morgan S. S. Co., Inc., vs. Balitimore & 
Jamaica Trading Co. (Fed. Ct.); pp. 22, 23 
France © aoe Ss. * <" vs. French Re- 
ublic (Fed. Ct.); p. : 
Galban, a Co., S. A, vs. U. S. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 72 
Gildemeister & Co vs. Peruvian_S. S. & 
Floating Dock Co. of Callas (Fed. Ct.); 
. 986. 
Germ vs. U. S. Shipping Board (Fed, Ct.); 
. 601. 
oleen W. R., &. Co. vs. Panama R. R. 
Fed. Ct:); p. 4 
Pe .. w. hs Co. vs. The Skomvaer (N. 
¥V.3¢ .p. Lie. 
Graves vs, Director General (N. Y.); Dp. 1494. 
Hall, the Charlton (N. Y.); pp. 726, 727 
Hires, Charles E., Co. vs. Porto Rico In- 
ternational Corporation et al. (Fed. Ct.,); 
mS 
tional et al. - Luckenbach S. S. Co. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 1116. 
sean “a C., & Co., Inc., vs. Atlantic Trans- 
port Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 122. 
Kaufer Se vs. Lgcnarass Ss. S. Co., Inc. 
Fed. Ct.); p. 23. 
Koppel Industrial Car and Equipment Co. 
vs. Baltimore S. S. Co. (Fed. er.” p. 1268. 
Levers vs. Shawmut S. S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 
. 1378. 
Fo i vs. D. & C. Nav. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


. 239. 

McWilliams Bros., Inc., vs. Director Gen- 
eral; James McWilliams Blue Line vs. 
Same (Fed. Ct.); p. 672. 

Maclean vs. Undercliff Terminal & Ware- 
house Co.; the Highcliff (Fed. Ct.); D. 
1494... : 

Marine Transportation Co. vs. Shawmut S. 
S. Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1378. 

Middleton et al. vs. U. S. (S. C.); p. 1045. 

Mills vs. States Marine and Commercial Co., 
Ine. (Fed. Ct.); p. 927. ; 

New England Fish Co. vs. Holland-Ameri- 
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